Spin Foam Models and the Classical Action Principle by Freidel, Laurent & Krasnov, Kirill
ar
X
iv
:h
ep
-th
/9
80
70
92
v2
  1
4 
M
ay
 1
99
9
c© 1999 International Press
Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1999) 1183 – 1247
Spin Foam Models and
the Classical Action Principle
Laurent Freidela , Kirill Krasnovb
abCenter for Gravitational Physics and Geometry
Department of Physics,
The Pennsylvania State University
University Park,
PA 16802, USA
freidel@phys.psu.edu
krasnov@phys.psu.edu
a Laboratoire de Physique The´orique ENSLAPP
Ecole Normale Supe´rieure de Lyon
46, alle´e d’Italie,
69364 Lyon Cedex 07, France
Abstract
We propose a new systematic approach that allows one to derive
the spin foam (state sum) model of a theory starting from the corre-
sponding classical action functional. It can be applied to any theory
whose action can be written as that of the BF theory plus a func-
tional of the B field. Examples of such theories include BF theories
with or without cosmological term, Yang-Mills theories and gravity in
various spacetime dimensions. Our main idea is two-fold. First, we
propose to take into account in the path integral certain distributional
configurations of the B field in which it is concentrated along lower
dimensional hypersurfaces in spacetime. Second, using the notion of
generating functional we develop perturbation expansion techniques,
with the role of the free theory played by the BF theory. We test our
approach on various theories for which the corresponding spin foam
(state sum) models are known. We find that it exactly reproduces the
known models for BF and 2D Yang-Mills theories. For the BF theory
with cosmological term in 3 and 4 dimensions we calculate the terms
of the transition amplitude that are of the first order in the cosmologi-
cal constant, and find an agreement with the corresponding first order
terms of the known state sum models. We discuss implications of our
results for existing quantum gravity models.
e-print archive: http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/9807092
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1 Introduction
Recently Baez [1], motivated by results [2] of the canonical (loop) approach to
quantum gravity, introduced a notion of “spin foam models”. The spin foam
model of a theory, as we explain in details below, gives a way to calculate
transition amplitudes for this theory. A transition amplitude arises as a sum
over branched colored surfaces, or, using the name proposed by Baez, spin
foams. The results of Reisenberger and Rovelli [2], Reisenberger [3], Barrett
and Crane [4] indicate that quantum gravity might be constructed as a spin
foam model.
However, spin foam models arise not only in the context of canonical
(loop) quantum gravity. Indeed, many of the known TQFT’s — for example,
the Migdal-Witten model in two dimensions [5, 6], the Ponzano-Regge [7] and
Turaev-Viro [8] models in three spacetime dimensions, the Ooguri model [9]
and its generalizations by Crane, Kauffmann and Yetter [10] — are state sum
models and, by considering instead of sums over colored triangulations sums
over the corresponding colored dual complexes, can be formulated as spin
foam models. The state sum models mentioned are believed to correspond
to certain well-known topological field theories. However, a precise relation
between the classical theory and the corresponding state sum model is not
known for some of these models. Moreover, even for the models whose
relation to the corresponding classical theory is established, this relation is
rather indirect. Thus, summarizing, one can say that there exists a large
class of spin foam models that are claimed to correspond to such classical
theories as Yang-Mills, BF theories and gravity in various dimensions, but
no precise relation to this effect is known in many cases.
The present paper is devoted to the study of this relation. More precisely,
we study the relation between a spin foam formulation of a theory and the
corresponding classical action principle. We propose and study a particular
procedure that allows one to get a spin foam formulation for a large class
of theories starting from the corresponding action principle. Our approach
is not limited to any particular spacetime dimension. However, having in
mind applications to the models mentioned above, we restrict ourselves to
two, three and four spacetime dimensions.1
When considering gravity, for simplicity, we restrict ourselves to metrics
of Euclidean signature.
Our approach is inspired first of all by the results of the canonical (loop)
approach [12, 13, 14, 15] to quantum gravity. Of great importance for us were
also the ideas of Regge [16], the work of Baez [17] on degenerate solutions
of general relativity and some results of Barrett [18]. Motivated by all these
1For an application of our procedure to higher-dimensional gravity see [11].
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results we propose to “approximate” some of the continuous fields appearing
in the Lagrangian of the theory by distributional fields concentrated along
lower dimensional hypersurfaces in spacetime. To make contact with the
known lattice models, we put our distributional fields on a triangulated
manifold, so that they are concentrated along polygons of the dual complex.
However, the idea is also valid in a context more general than a lattice model.
The action of the theory calculated on such distributional fields becomes a
sum of certain integrals over the hypersurfaces of lower dimension. Then,
to calculate a transition amplitude for the theory, one constructs the path
integral of the exponentiated action over such distributional fields. As we
shall see, this path integral becomes quite tractable.
To make this idea little more precise, let us specify the class of theories
that can be treated within our approach. We consider theories whose action
is BF-like, that is, whose action is of the form∫
M
[Tr (E ∧ F ) + Φ(E)] ,
where E is the Lie algebra valued two-form field (for instance, B field of BF
theory), F is the curvature of the connection form and Φ is certain (poly-
nomial) function of the E field, which can also depend on some Lagrange
multipliers, as in the case of gravity in four dimensions, or on an additional
background structure, as, for example, a fixed measure on M in the case of
Yang-Mills theory in two dimensions. Below we will give many examples of
theories belonging to this class. Thus, the action is that of the BF theory
with an additional term. We call the B field E because of its relation with
the non-abelian “electric” field of the canonical formulation.
In order to compute a transition amplitude for a theory belonging to
this class, we take the path integral over classical configurations where the
E field, which is a zero-, one- or two-form in different dimensions, is a distri-
butional field that vanishes everywhere except on two dimensional polygons
in spacetime. Note that in our approach only these distributional configu-
rations of the E field are taken into account in the path integral. No usual
smooth configurations of the E field are summed over. This can be viewed
as a discretization procedure where we “approximate” the smooth E field by
“squeezing” it into a distributional field on a collection of two-dimensional
polygons. One can expect that this approximation becomes good as the two-
dimensional polygons become sufficiently packed in spacetime. However, this
procedure can also be justified at a deeper level, as we shall argue.
First, a justification for considering distributional fields in the path in-
tegral comes from the canonical quantum theory. The phase space of all
theories we work with, as it can be seen from the above action functional,
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is that of Yang-Mills theory. The space of quantum states of the canonical
theory is then given by L2(A/G), where A/G is the space of connections on
the spatial manifold modulo gauge transformations, and L2 is defined by an
appropriate choice of measure on this space. In the case the spatial manifold
is one-dimensional, there exists quite a natural choice of this measure: the
functionals on A/G are just class functions, and it is natural to use the Haar
measure on the group to define the inner product of such functionals. In
higher dimensional cases, an analogous construction of L2(A/G) was devel-
oped [14] within the approach of canonical (loop) quantum gravity. In this
construction, integrable functions arise by considering the so-called cylindri-
cal functionals, that is, functionals that depend on connection only through
holonomies along some paths in space. In other words, one constructs the
space of states of the theory by considering spaces of states of lattice gauge
theories on graphs in space, and then taking the projective limit over graph
refinements (see [14] for details). A characteristic feature of the quantum
theory constructed with such a space of states is the distributional nature
of the electric field operator. Let us illustrate this on the case of (2+1) di-
mensional theory. A typical state from L2(A/G) depends on the connection
only through holonomies along some paths in space. Although this is not
important for our heuristic consideration here, let us note that gauge invari-
ance implies that the paths form a closed graph in space. Let us denote the
edges of such a graph by ei. Then a typical state supported on this graph is
of the form
Ψ (he1(A), . . . , hen(A)) ,
where hei(A) is the holonomy of A along the edge ei, and Ψ is a function
with sufficiently good behavior. The electric field E, which classically is
a canonically conjugate quantity to A, quantum mechanically becomes the
operator δ/δA(x) of variational derivative with respect to A. This operator,
when acting on a typical state, gives zero for all points x except the points
lying on the edges ei, where the result is distributional. Thus, in a typical
quantum state, the electric field E is distributional with support on edges
ei of the corresponding graph. One normally views a state of the canonical
theory as a state “at a given time”. Thus, electric field “at each given time”
is distributional and concentrated along edges of the graph. This suggests
that one should think of the “history” of the electric field configuration as of
a collection of two-dimensional surfaces in spacetime, along which the elec-
tric field is distributional. When sliced by a spatial hypersurface “at given
time”, such a collection of surfaces gives a graph in space, and electric field is
distributional along the edges of this graph. These heuristic considerations
suggest that one should consider configurations of E field that are distribu-
tional and concentrated along two dimensional surfaces in spacetime. As we
will see in more details below, the surfaces of support of E field are always
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Figure 1: A typical quantum state of (2+1) dimensional theory is labelled
by a graph in space. The corresponding functional of connection depends on
A only through holonomies along edges ei. The electric field in such state is
distributional and concentrated along the edges ei.
two-dimensional, independently of the dimension of the spacetime manifold.
The second justification for considering the path integral over such dis-
tributional E fields comes from the fact of existence of similar distributional
solutions of the equations of motion in the classical theory. As it was shown
by Baez [17] for the case of gravity, there exist solutions of the classical
equations of motion in which the E field is distributional and concentrated
along two-dimensional surfaces in spacetime. In these solutions the E field
is zero except in a tubular neighborhood of a two-dimensional surface in
spacetime. The connection field away from the surface then must be either
arbitrary or flat, depending on the detailed form of the Lagrangian of the
theory. Solutions of this type can be shown to exist for a large class of theo-
ries. Here we take the fact of the existence of such solutions as a motivation
for our construction. Namely, we know that the simplest way to approach
the computation of a path integral is to consider the semi-classical approx-
imation. Then the Feynman path integral is evaluated as an integral over
the classical moduli space (space of classical solution) with a measure given
by the one loop expansion of the action around the classical solution. In this
case, there may be different phases in the theory, and the type of solutions
that dominate the path integral may be different in different phases. Thus,
there may exist a phase in a theory of the type we study where the path
integral is dominated by the distributional solutions found by Baez. At this
point it is instructive to make an analogy with the usual Yang-Mills theories.
In (abelian) Yang-Mills theories one also finds “distributional” solutions of
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the classical equations of motion: monopole solutions. In Dirac’s way [19] of
treating the monopole, it is described by a configuration of fields in which
magnetic field is distributional along certain lines. Distributional monopole
solutions are not in the spectrum of perturbative quantum theory. However,
one must include them when calculating the partition function of the theory
via path integral method to reproduce correctly properties of certain phases
of the theory, such as the confining phase. In fact, the confining phase of
the theory is the one in which monopole solutions dominate the path inte-
gral [20]. Distributional solutions of the type discovered by Baez [17] are
very similar in nature to monopole solutions. In fact, they are close to dual
monopoles: electric field is distributional and concentrated along flux lines
in space, instead of the magnetic field. Thus, the analogy with monopole so-
lutions suggests that one should include these distributional solutions when
taking the path integral. In this paper we include only these distributional
solutions, neglecting the usual smooth solutions playing the role in pertur-
bative quantum theory. Thus, we attempt to study the phase of various
theories in which the distributional solutions dominate the path integral.
This is the motivation for considering the path integral over distributional
configurations of E field.
The last but not least justification of our approach is the test of the
procedure on the exact results coming from TQFT’s. As we shall see, for a
large class of theories our approach gives results that are in a good agreement
with the known state sum models.
In this paper we only calculate path integrals over the distributional
fields “living” on a fixed collection of surfaces in spacetime. In the case of
topological theories, the result for a particular fixed collection of surfaces
does not depend on the collection. One cannot expect this property to hold
for such theories as gravity, which is not a topological theory. Thus, one
might want to perform a sum over all possible collections of surfaces in
spacetime, or take a limit as the triangulation becomes more refined. We do
not address this, very important, problem in the present paper.
Usual interactive quantum field theories have been successfully under-
stood using perturbative expansion in terms of Feynman graphs. In this
case the interacting QFT is considered as a perturbation of a free field the-
ory. From a technical point of view, what makes this approach successful is
the exact solvability of the free field theory, i.e., our ability to compute all
possible correlation functions. This ability can be recasted into the knowl-
edge of the generating functional, and Feynman graphs can be viewed as the
evaluation of certain differential operators acting on the generating func-
tional.
L. FREIDEL, K. KRASNOV 1189
We will employ a somewhat similar strategy. In order to calculate tran-
sition amplitudes for our class of theories we will use the machinery of gen-
erating functionals. In our approach the role of the “free” field theory is
played by the BF theory and the terms in the action polynomial in E are
analogous to the “interaction” terms. The idea to use the BF theory as a
“free” field theory is not new: it has been applied with some success in the
context of Yang-mills theories (see [21]). However, the details of how the BF
theory is used in our approach differ from those of [21]. In order to calculate
a transition amplitude, i.e., the path integral of the exponentiated action∫
DADE ei
∫
[Tr(E∧F )+Φ(E)],
we formally rewrite this path integral as(
ei
∫
Φ( δiδJ ) Z[J ]
)
J=0
,
where
Z[J ] :=
∫
DADE ei
∫
[Tr(E∧F )+Tr(E∧J)].
We shall refer to Z[J ] as the generating functional. Here J is a Lie algebra
valued two form field. Using terminology from field theory we will call the
J field current. One of our main results is the exact computation, in the
context of spin foam models, of the generating functional Z. It is obtained
by integrating over fields A,E that “live” on a fixed triangulation of the
spacetime manifold. Then the transition amplitude for any theory of the
type we consider is given as a formal power series in variational derivatives
δ/δJ with respect to the current field. The series we get are quite reminiscent
of the usual Feynman diagram expansions. Thus, the powerful technique of
generating functionals allows us to study different theories — such as BF
theory and gravity — from the same point of view. We note that, to the
best of our knowledge, the technique of generating functionals has never
before been used in the context of spin foam models.
In cases when the spacetime manifold is two, three and four-dimensional,
for each fixed triangulation we find an explicit expression for the generating
functional. We then use the obtained expressions to calculate the transi-
tion amplitudes for various theories. We find that our approach exactly
reproduces the state sum models of 2D Yang-Mills and BF theory in any di-
mension. For BF theories with cosmological term we compare the amplitude
obtained within our approach with the one given by the corresponding state
sum model by decomposing them into the power series in the cosmological
constant and comparing the first order terms. Again, we find an agreement.
We make some comments as to consequences of our results for the quantum
gravity models in four spacetime dimensions.
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The paper consists of two main parts. In the first part, containing this
section and Sec.2, we introduce the path integral techniques in the context
of spin foam models. Here we also introduce the generating functional,
and compute it in various spacetime dimensions. The second part contains
applications of the general techniques developed earlier to concrete theories.
This also serves as a test of our approach, for one can compare the spin
foam models obtained by our techniques with the known state sum models.
In Sec.3 we define the class of theories that can be treated by techniques
described in this paper, and give examples of physically interesting theories
belonging to this class. Sec.4 describes briefly some known state sum models
and summarizes the known arguments that relate the state summodels to the
classical theories. Here we also obtain some properties of various state sum
models that will be needed later. Finally, using the generating functional
technique, we derive in Sec.5 the spin foam models corresponding to various
theories of Sec.3 and compare them with the known models. We conclude
with a discussion.
2 Generating functional
As we briefly explained in the Introduction, to calculate transition ampli-
tudes for a theory of the type we consider here it is very convenient to first
calculate the generating functional of BF theory. Then transition ampli-
tudes can be obtained as formal power series in derivatives with respect to
the current. In this section we calculate the generating functional of the BF
theory, i.e., the path integral
Z[J ] =
∫
DADE ei
∫
[Tr(E∧F )+Tr(E∧J)] (1)
in two, three and four spacetime dimensions. Here A is a connection on
some G bundle over the spacetime manifoldM, where G is the gauge group
of the theory, F is the curvature 2-form of the connection, and E, J are
Lie algebra valued (d-2)-form fields, where d is the dimension of M. For
simplicity, we consider here only the case when the spacetime manifold M
is closed. We also restrict ourself to the case of the gauge group being
G = SU(2). Although for practical applications of spin foam models one is
usually interested in the case whenM has a boundary consisting of “initial”
and “final” spatial hypersurfaces, we do not consider this here because our
main goal is to compare the spin foam models obtained by our techniques
with the known state sum models, which can be done already in the case of
closed M. At any rate, the inclusion of boundaries is straightforward, and
all our formulas can be easily generalized to this case. To give meaning to the
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path integration over spacetime fields A,E, we replace the E field by certain
distributional field concentrated over two-dimensional surfaces in spacetime.
To make contact with the known state sum models we put our fields on the
2-dimensional cellular complex dual to some triangulation of the spacetime
manifold. In each particular calculation this triangulation is fixed and all
results explicitly depend on it. We first investigate the generating functional
in a general case, without specifying the dimension of spacetime manifold,
and then find an explicit expression for it in each particular dimension.
2.1 General framework
Let us fix a triangulation ∆ of a d-dimensional compact oriented spacetime
manifold M. This triangulation defines another decomposition of M into
cells called dual complex. There is one-to-one correspondence between k-
simplices of the triangulation and (d–k)-cells in the dual complex. We orient
each cell of the dual complex in an arbitrary fashion, which also defines an
orientation for all simplices of the triangulation. The (d–2)-form E can now
be integrated over the (d–2)-simplices of the triangulation the result being a
collection of the Lie algebra elements X — one vector X ∈ su(2) for each 2-
cell dual to a (d–2)-simplex of the triangulation. We would like to discretize
our model by replacing the continuous E field by the collection of the Lie
algebra elements X. It turns out, however, that this is not yet the most
convenient set of variables for the theory. For reasons which we give below,
we use another, more convenient set of variables introduced by Reisenberger
[22].
In what follows we will often call 2-cells of the dual triangulation dual
faces. Instead of a single X for each dual face, we introduce a set of vari-
ables, which we call Xw. To do this, we divide each dual face into what
Reisenberger calls “wedges” (see Fig. 2). To construct wedges of the dual
face one first has to find the “center” of the dual face. This is the point
on the dual face where it intersects with the corresponding (d–2)-simplex of
the triangulation. One then has to draw lines connecting this center with
the centers of the neighboring dual faces. The part of the dual face that lies
between two such lines is exactly the wedge. Thus, each dual face splits into
wedges, and we assign a Lie algebra element Xw to each wedge w. All vari-
ables Xw that correspond to a single dual face are required to have the same
length. Recall that vectors of the same length only differ by a gauge trans-
formation. Wedges of a given dual face are in one-to-one correspondence
with the d-simplices of the triangulation neighboring this dual face. Thus,
the physical meaning of each variable Xw can be said to be the integral of
E over the (d–2) simplex of the triangulation “from the point of view” of a
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Figure 2: A face σ of the dual triangulation. The portion of σ indicated by
bold lines is what is called wedge here. The point labelled by C is the center
of one of the d-simplices neighbored by σ.
particular d-simplex containing this (d–2)-simplex. In other words, with the
introduction of the wedge variables Xw we allow integrals of E over one and
the same (d–2)-simplex of triangulation to be different when this simplex is
considered as belonging to different d-simplices, as long as lengths of all such
Xw coincide. Note that the number of variables Xw that arises this way for
a given triangulation is equal to the number of d-simplices times the number
of (d–2)-simplices in each d-simplex.
Having discussed the geometrical meaning of the wedge variables Xw
we are ready to introduce the distributional E fields. Heuristically, our
procedure of replacement of a smooth E field by a distribution concentrated
along the wedges amounts to “squeezing” of the smooth E field that is
“spread” over a (d-2) simplex of the triangulation to a single point on this
(d-2) simplex, the point where the simplex intersects with the 2-cell of the
dual complex. Thus, we define a distributional field Ew concentrated along
a wedge w to be a 2-form satisfying the following relation:∫
M
Tr(Ew ∧ J) = Tr(Xw
∫
w
J). (2)
Here J is any Ad(P )-valued 2-form, and w stands for a wedge. The integral
on the right-hand-side is performed over the wedge w. This, in particular,
implies that the Lie algebra element Xw is equal to the integral of Ew over
the (d–2)-simplex of the triangulation that is dual to the 2-cell σ. We then
define distributional field E to be
E =
∑
w
Ew. (3)
Although with the introduction of the wedge variables we have increased
the number of independent variables in the theory, one can still argue that
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the physical content of the theory should be the same because the norm of
all the Xw belonging to one and the same dual face are required to be equal.
For the case of BF theory one can directly prove that the introduction of
the independent wedge variables does not change the theory in the case the
topology of dual faces σ is that of a disc, which is what we will assume here.
For more complicated theories with non-zero “interaction” term (the term
in the action that makes the theory to be different from the BF theory),
the wedge variables are so indispensable that it is not clear whether one can
even define the theory without these variables. It is interesting, however,
that, even in the case of BF theory one has to use the wedge variables if
one wants to reproduce a triangulation-independent state sum model for the
case the topology of σ is different from that of a disc. This serves as a
strong motivation for considering the wedge variables. Another motivation
for using them is, as we explain below, that the wedge variables appear
naturally when one tries to implement the gauge symmetry in the theory.
Also, as we shall see, using these variables we will be able to reproduce the
well-known state sum models in various dimensions. Thus, we are going to
use the set of wedge variables motivated, in particular, by the results we
obtain.
The discretization we consider is consistent with the results of the canon-
ical approach. The restriction of E constructed as described above to a
generic “spatial” ((d–1)-dimensional) slice Σ of M is non-zero only along
edges of the graph Γ in Σ, where Γ is the intersection of the dual complex
with Σ. Thus, this “discretization” realizes rather explicitly Faraday’s idea
of lines of electric force. Indeed, the restriction of E on a spatial hyper-
surface can be described as a collection of flux lines of non-abelian electric
field. It is not hard to see what states would correspond to such E in the
quantum theory. Recall that the quantum states are functionals Ψ[A], where
A is the pullback of the connection field A on the spatial hypersurface Σ.
The densitized vector field E˜ (that is dual to E) becomes the operator of
variational derivative with respect to A. In order for E˜ in a state Ψ[A] to
be zero everywhere except along the edges of Γ the state Ψ should depend
on the values of the connection A only along the edges. Note also that our
construction of the distributional E field gives us E˜ whose length is constant
along each edge. This means that the state Ψ can depend on the values of
A only as a function of the holonomies of the connection along the edges.
These are exactly the states one finds in the canonical approach to quantum
theory, as we explained in the introduction.
To calculate the generating functional Z as a function of a fixed trian-
gulation ∆, we have to take the integral of the exponentiated action over
the “discretized” dynamical fields A,E, that is, the fields “living” on the
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Figure 3: A wedge w of the dual face and the group elements: holonomies
along the edges of w.
triangulation ∆. The “discretized” action, that is, the action evaluated on
the distributional field E, becomes a function of the Lie algebra elements X,
and a functional of connection A and current J . Using (2),(3), we find that
this discretized action is given by
∑
w
∫
w
[Tr(F Xw) + Tr(J Xw)] , (4)
where the sum is taken over the wedges of faces of the dual complex (‘w’
stands here for a wedge), and the integral is performed over each wedge, the
integrand being the curvature of the connection A contracted with the Lie
algebra element Xw “living” on that wedge plus the current J contracted
with Xw. Each integral is performed using the orientation of the dual face
to which the wedge belongs.
We could now substitute this discretized action into the path integral and
integrate over X and A. However, we first have to discuss what measure has
to be used to integrate over X,A. To give meaning to the integration over
A, let us replace a continuous field A by a collection of group elements. To
do this we use the following approximation∫
w
Tr(F Xw) ≈ Tr(ZwXw), (5)
where Zw is the Lie algebra element corresponding to the holonomy of A
around the wedge (see Fig. 3). The base point of the holonomy is not fixed
at this stage (see below). In other words,
expZw = g1h1h2g2, (6)
where g1, h1, h2, g2 are the holonomies of A along the four edges that form
the boundary of the wedge w. We assume a local trivialization of the bundle
over w so that the holonomies are group elements. The order in which the
product of group elements is taken is determined by the orientation of the
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dual face. Of course, expZw is defined only up to its conjugacy class (any of
the four edges can be taken to be the “first”). Thus, there is an ambiguity in
the choice of the base point for the holonomy, which we have to fix in some
way. To fix it we define a notion of “discretized” gauge transformation and
fix the ambiguity requiring the discrete action to be gauge invariant.
But first, let us replace the continuous current field J by a collection of
Lie algebra elements Jw:
Jw :=
∫
w
J. (7)
Here, to perform the integration, a trivialization of the bundle over the wedge
w is chosen. The discretized action now becomes
∑
w
Tr(ZwXw) + Tr(JwXw). (8)
We fix a definition of Zw in such a way that this action is gauge invariant.
We define the discrete gauge transformation so that it “acts” in the center
of each d-simplex. More precisely, a gauge transformation is parameterized
by a collection of group elements: a group element g for each d-simplex.
First of all, the gauge transformation is defined for the holonomy U of the
connection along any loop that starts and finishes at the center C of the
d-simplex. The transformation is as follows:
U → gUg−1. (9)
The wedge variables Xw and the discrete current variables Jw transform as
Xw → gXwg−1, Jw → gJwg−1. (10)
With this definition Tr(XwZw) is gauge invariant only when expZ is defined
as the holonomy around the wedge w whose starting and final point is the
center C of the d-simplex, as in (6). This fixes the ambiguity in Zw. With
Zw defined this way the discretized action is gauge invariant.
The approximation (5) is good for Zw close to zero element in the Lie
algebra. Thus, this approximation is certainly justified for BF theory, where
we expect only connections close to flat to matter in the quantum theory.
It is harder to justify this approximation for theories, for which the classical
equations of motion do not imply the connection to be flat, as is the case, for
example, for BF theory with cosmological term or for gravity. However, even
for such theories, one would expect the approximation (5) become better as
the triangulation of the manifold becomes finer and the dual faces become
smaller. In quantum gravity we expect finer triangulations to matter most,
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which can serve as a justification for the above approximation in the case
of gravity. The approximation (5) will be additionally justified when we
discuss the problem of the integration over Xw variables. To define the later
we will refer to a certain standard field theory calculation for BF theory in
two dimensions. As we shall see, the approximation (5) is quite natural from
the point of view of 2D BF theory.
The approximation (5) finishes the discretization procedure for the clas-
sical action. We can now calculate the path integral for the generating
functional Z by integrating the exponentiated discrete action (8) over the
Lie algebra elements Xw and group elements g, h. This path integral is given
by
Z(J,∆) =
∏∫
SU(2)
dg
∏∫
SU(2)
dh
∫ ∏
w
dXw e
i
∑
w
Tr(XwZw)+Tr(XwJw).
(11)
Here the integrals are taken over all group elements g, h, entering the expres-
sion through Zw, see (5). These integrals form the discrete analog of DA,
dg is the normalized Haar measure
∫
dg = 1 on SU(2). The integrals over
Xw present here – one for each edge – form the analog of the integral over
DE. The measure dX here is some measure on the Lie algebra. For now,
we will leave this measure unspecified. Recall now that the integrals over
Xw are not independent: all Xw that belong to one and the same dual face
should have the same norm. However, as we shall see, there is no need to
impose these constraints: one can integrate over all Xw independently, but
later, when one integrates over the group elements, only the contributions
that come from Xw of an equal norm will survive. Thus, we do not impose
these constraints in (11).
Let us now investigate the structure of the path integral (11). To calcu-
late Z we have to find the function of expZw, exp Jw that is given by∫
dXwe
iTr(XwZw+XwJw). (12)
In fact, it is not hard to see that this function is proportional to the δ-function
of expZw peaked at exp Jw. The proportionality coefficient can be a gauge
invariant function of Jw. As we explain below, this function must be set to
be equal to P (Jw), where P is the function that relates Lebesgue measure
on the Lie algebra and Haar measure on the group (see the Appendix B).
Thus, as the result of (12) we get:
P (Jw) δ(expZw exp Jw), (13)
where δ is the standard δ-function on the group. Thus, the function of
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Zw, Jw given by (12) can be written as
P (Jw)
∑
j
dimjχj(expZw exp Jw), (14)
where we used the well-known decomposition of δ-function on the group
into the sum over characters χj(expZw exp Jw) of irreducible representation.
Here the sum is taken over all irreducible representations of SU(2) (labelled
by spins j), and dimj = (2j + 1).
Thus, we find that
Z(J,∆) =
∏∫
SU(2)
dg
∏∫
SU(2)
dh
∏
w
P (Jw)
∑
jw
dimjwχjw(expZw exp Jw).
(15)
The integration over the group elements can now be easily performed using
the well-known formulas for the integrals of the products of matrix elements.
However, let us first give a systematic derivation of the result (13).
To find the result of the integral (12) we relate it to a more complicated
integral, for which a precise result is known from 2D BF theory calculation.
Recall that so far the measure dXw in (12) is unspecified. The following
relation to 2D BF theory will also serve the purpose of specifying this mea-
sure. Let us restrict our attention to a particular wedge w. We can restrict
the bundle P to w and get an SU(2) bundle Pw over w. Let A be a connec-
tion on Pw, and E be an Ad(P) valued 0-form. Consider the following path
integral: ∫
DADE exp
(
i
∫
w
[Tr(F E) + Tr(J E)]
)
, (16)
where the integration over A is performed subject to the condition that the
connection on the boundary of w is fixed, and J is given by
J = δ(p)Jw, (17)
where p is an arbitrary fixed point on w, and Jw is the same as in (12),(13).
The path integral (16) is just a partition function of BF theory on the disk
with the distributional source given by (17). This partition function can be
derived using results of [23]. The result is given by (13), where Zw is the Lie
algebra element that corresponds to the holonomy of A along the boundary
of w. We will not present this calculation here. Instead, we refer to the
calculation performed in [23] for the partition function of 2D BF theory on
a punctured sphere. The result (13) can then be checked by taking the
partition function on the disk (equal to δ(g), where g is the holonomy along
the boundary of the disk), and integrating it with (13) over dg. This must
give the partition function on a punctured sphere, and indeed reproduces the
1198 SPIN FOAM MODELS ...
result given in [23]. The only cautionary remark we have to make is that the
calculation performed in [23] finds a gauge invariant partition function, that
is, the one in which one takes J = δ(p)hJwh
−1 and integrates over dh. The
techniques developed in [23] can be used only to calculate gauge invariant
quantities, and are not directly applicable to the integral (16). Thus, strictly
speaking, using the results of [23] one can only argue that (16) is equal to
P (Jw)δ(e
ZwheJwh−1), (18)
where h is some group element. To get rid of h in this expression, and, thus,
to get (13), we will recall how “discretized” gauge transformations act on
the Lie algebra elements Zw, Jw, see (9),(10). The result of (12) must be
invariant under this gauge transformations. It is not hard to see that this
fixes h above to be unity, thus, giving (13).
Having discussed how one can calculate the path integral (16), let us
now show that this path integral is, in fact, equivalent to (12). Indeed,
the integration over E in (16) can be performed in two steps. First, one
integrated over E(x), x 6= p, then one integrates over E(p):∫
dXw
∫
E(p)=Xw
DE
∫
DA exp
(
i
∫
w
[Tr(F E) + Tr(J E)]
)
. (19)
Since the current is distributional and concentrated at point p, the last term
in the exponential does not matter when one integrates over DE,DA. On
the other hand, using the same approximation as the one used in (5), it is
not hard to show that∫
E(p)=Xw
DE
∫
DA exp
(
i
∫
w
Tr(F E)
)
, (20)
where the integral over A is taken with A on the boundary of w fixed, is
approximated by
eiTr(Zw Xw), (21)
where expZw is the holonomy of A along the boundary of w. Putting this
back to (19) one gets exactly (12). This finishes our discussion of the deriva-
tion of (13).
Having discussed the derivation of the expression (15) for the generating
functional, we can now perform the integrals over the group elements. In-
tegration over the group elements h that correspond to edges dividing dual
faces into wedges is the same in any dimension, and we perform it here. The
rest of the group elements corresponds to edges that form the boundary of
the dual faces. The integration over these group elements g is different in
different dimensions, and we perform it in the following subsections. Each
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Figure 4: The product of the group elements is the holonomy around the
dual face σ with the insertions of the group elements exp J at each center of
the corresponding d-simplex.
group element h is “shared” by two wedges; thus, we have to take the in-
tegral of the product of two matrix elements. Such an integral is given by
(142) of the Appendix. Integrating over all these edges, and making a simple
change of variables to eliminate trivial integrations, we find
Z(J,∆) =
∏
ǫ
∫
SU(2)
dgǫ × (22)
∏
σ
∑
jσ
(dimjσ)
κσP (J1) · · ·P (Jn)χjσ(exp J1 gǫ1 exp J2 · · · exp Jn gǫn).
Here the remaining integrals are over the group elements gǫ that correspond
to the edges ǫ of the dual complex (edges that connect centers of 4-simplices).
The second product is taken over the dual faces σ; jσ is the spin labelling
the dual face σ, κσ is the Euler characteristics of σ. It is equal to unity
in case the dual face has the topology of a disc. In what follows we will
always assume that this is the case. The order of the group elements in the
argument of χjσ is clear from the Figure 4.
Note that in the integration we just performed survived only the terms
for which the spins of all wedges corresponding to one and the same dual face
are equal. In (22) this spin, which is the same for all wedges belonging to
the same dual face, is denoted by jσ. As one can see from the formula (137)
for the inverse Fourier transform, the spin labelling a wedge in (15) has the
meaning of the length of the corresponding Lie algebra element X. Thus, as
we said above, there is no need to impose the constraint that length of all
wedge variables Xw belonging to one and the same dual face are equal: this
constraint gets imposed automatically when the integration over the group
elements is performed.
The expression (22) for the generating functional can be further sim-
plified by integrating over the group elements gǫ. However, the result of
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this integration is different in different dimensions, and we will perform it
separately for each particular case.
Before we calculate the generating functional for each particular space-
time dimension, let us pause to discuss some general properties of the ex-
pression for Z(J,∆). The generating functional has several symmetries
which we describe as follows. First, the generating functional is invari-
ant under gauge transformations. Namely, let us consider a transformation
Jw → gh(w)Jwg−1h(w), where h(w) denotes the d-simplex of ∆ to which w be-
longs. Here gh(w) is the same for all w belonging to the simplex h. The
generating functional (11) satisfies:
Z(gJg−1,∆) = Z(J,∆). (23)
This “discrete” gauge transformation is parameterized by one group element
for each d-simplex of ∆. However the expression (22) for the generating
functional has a bigger invariance. Namely, let us denote by e+(w), e−(w)
the two edges of the wedge w which meet at the center of the d-simplex h(w).
Let us associate with each edge e±(w) a group element ge±(w) so that it is one
and the same for different wedges w when e±(w) is one and the same. The
transformation of all currents according to Jw → ge+(w)Jwg−1e−(w) leaves the
generating functional invariant. This transformation, which is parameterized
by d + 1 group elements per simplex, contains the gauge transformation as
its particular case. The later corresponds to ge+(w) = ge−(w) = gh(w) for all
w that belong to h. The appearance and significance of the described extra
symmetry is not yet clear to us.
The generating functional is covariant under the diffeomorphism group.
Let f denote a diffeomorphism of the underlying manifoldM, and denote by
f(∆) the image of the embedded triangulation ∆ under the diffeomorphism.
If Jw =
∫
w J , let us denote f
∗J ≡ ∫f(w) J = ∫w f∗J . Then
Z(J, f(∆)) = Z(f∗J,∆). (24)
The generating functional is generally not invariant under a refinement of
the triangulation ∆ unless the theory is a topological field theory (unless
J = 0).
To define the generating functional we had to choose an arbitrary orien-
tation of the wedges. However, the generating functional is independent of
the orientation chosen. If one, for example, reverses the orientation of the
wedge w this results: (i) in the change Jw =
∫
w J into −Jw; (ii) it changes
the holonomy of the connection along the wedge into its inverse. The two
effects cancel each other leaving the generating functional invariant.
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w
Figure 5: Part of a triangulation of 2-dimensional spacetime manifold, with
one face of the dual complex shown. Bold lines indicate a wedge of the dual
face.
2.2 2 dimensions
The case of two spacetime dimensions is somewhat special in the sense that
dual faces (2-cells) cover the manifold (see Fig. 5). The general construction
of the previous subsection prescribes to replace the continuous field E, which
in the case of two dimensions is a zero form, by a distributional field concen-
trated along dual faces. However, since the spacetime is two-dimensional,
the dual faces cover the manifold, and we just have to replace the E field by
a field constant on each wedge, and equal to the Lie algebra element Xw.
Let us now see that it is quite a reasonable thing to do from the point of
view of the canonical quantum theory. In the caseM is compact, which is the
case of interest for us here, a spatial slice Σ ofM consists of a finite number
of circles S1. The states of the canonical theory are just class functions of the
holonomies of A, which is the pullback of A on Σ, around this circles. The
corresponding field E, which in the quantum theory becomes the operator
of variational derivative with respect to A, has thus a constant norm along
each disjoint component of Σ. It thus makes sense to replace the E field by
a collection of Lie algebra elements Xw constant on each wedge. Moreover,
as we shall see, the integration over group elements gǫ in (22) renders all
Xw to have the same norm in each disjoint component of M, which is in
agreement with what we get in the canonical approach.
The group elements gǫ in (22) are “shared” by two dual faces. Thus, all
integrals over gǫ in (22) have as the integrand the product of two matrix
elements of gǫ. These can be taken using the formula (142) of the Appendix.
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J
J
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1
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3
Figure 6: In two dimensions each face is a union of three wedges, and
J1, J2, J3 are the currents Jw corresponding to these wedges.
To describe the result of this integration we will assume thatM has a single
connected component. Then the generating functional in two dimensions is
given by the following expression
Z2(J,∆) =
∑
j
(dimj)
V−E
∏
f
P (J1)P (J2)P (J3)
j
J
J
J
1
2
3
(25)
In the integration over the group elements gǫ in (22) survive only the terms
in which all spins jσ are equal. This spin is denoted by j in (25). The
symbols V,E stand in (25) for number of vertices and number of edges in
the triangulation correspondingly. The product here is taken over all centers
of faces of ∆, or, equivalently, over faces f . The graphical notation stands
for
j
J
J
J
1
2
3
= χj(exp J1 exp J2 exp J3), (26)
where J1, J2, J3 are the three Lie algebra elements (currents) “shared” by
the face f . Recall that in two dimensions each face is just a union of three
wedges, and J1, J2, J3 are the currents Jw corresponding to these wedges (see
Fig. 6). The expression (25) is the final result for the generating functional
in two dimensions.
Note that the graph in this graphical representation of the character can
be obtained as a result of the following simple construction. Let us draw a
circle S1 centered at the center of the face (see Fig. 6). The intersection of
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e
Figure 7: Tetrahedron from a triangulation of a 3-dimensional spacetime
manifold. The figure also shows the wedges that lie inside this tetrahedron.
wedges with the circle gives the circle itself. The intersection of this circle
with the dual edges gives three points on the circle. Each wedge is labelled by
a spin j, which is the same for all wedges, and we can assign a label j to the
circle that intersects the three wedges. Then the face contribution to (25),
that is, the contribution that we graphically represent by (2.2), is simply
the spin network constructed with the labelled circle, with insertion of the
three group elements (exp J1 exp J2 exp J3) at the points where the circle is
intersected by the corresponding wedges. This construction is trivial in two
dimensions, but turns out to be generalizable to any dimension.
2.3 3 dimensions
The three-dimensional case is more interesting. Here the dual faces no longer
cover the spacetime manifold, and the E field acquires a true distributional
character. The general construction prescribes to replace the E field, which is
now a one-form, by a distribution concentrated along dual faces and constant
along the wedges. It is illustrative to give a coordinate expression for such a
distributional field. Let us consider an arbitrary wedge w (see Fig. 7). Let
u = 0 be the equation of a plane containing w. Then the field E that has
the correct distributional character is given by the expression
du δ(u)Xw . (27)
To calculate the generating functional let us note that each edge of the
dual triangulation belongs to three dual faces. Thus, in (22), one has to
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take integrals over products of three matrix elements. The corresponding
formula is given in the Appendix C. The result of this integration can be
described as a generalization of the “circle” construction given at the end of
the previous subsection. Let us draw a sphere S2 centered at the center of
each tetrahedron. The wedges belonging to a particular tetrahedron intersect
the sphere and draw a graph on its surface. We will refer to this graph as
Γt, where t refers to a tetrahedron of the triangulation that was used to
construct Γt. It is not hard to see that Γt is a tetrahedron whose vertices
come from the intersection of the sphere with the dual edges. The same
graph Γt can also be obtained by looking at the boundary of tetrahedron t
(this boundary has the topology of S2), which is triangulated by the faces
of t, and constructing the graph dual to the triangulation of this S2. The
resulting tetrahedron is the same as that in the previous construction with
a sphere.
In (22) the sum is taken over spins jσ labelling the dual faces. The result
of the integration over the group elements gǫ will still be a sum over spins
jσ. Each wedge belongs to some dual face, and, thus, is labelled by spin.
As we have just seen the edges of Γt are in one-to-one correspondence with
the wedges. Let us label these edges with the same spins as those of the
corresponding wedges. We have a current Jw associated with each of the 6
wedges belonging to tetrahedron t. Let us denote this currents by J1, . . . , J6.
We can now construct a function of the group elements exp J1, . . . , exp J6
that is just a spin network function.
The generating functional in three dimensions is then given by the fol-
lowing expression
Z3(J,∆) =
∑
jσ
∏
σ
dimjσ
∏
t
P (J1) · · ·P (J6)
J
J
J
J
J J
1
2
3
4
5
6
, (28)
where the sum is over all possible coloring of dual faces. This is the final
expression we are going to use in the following section in order to derive spin
foam models.
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2.4 4 dimensions
The case of four dimensions is analogous to the just analyzed case of three
dimensions. The only difference is that it is harder to visualize a four-
dimensional triangulated manifold, and that the final expression for the
generating functional is more complicated. However, the final result for
the generating functional follows the same pattern.
First, let us give a coordinate expression for the distributional field E
in four dimensions. Let u, v be two functions such that u = 0, v = 0 is
the equation for a 2-surface in M containing one of the faces σ of the dual
complex, and du∧ dv is positive as defined by the orientation of σ. We then
define E to be equal to
du ∧ dv δ(u)δ(v)Xw (29)
on each wedge w, and to be equal to zero everywhere else. We repeat this
construction for all wedges, and add all these distributional forms together
to get a two-form that is concentrated along the faces of the dual complex.
Then the integral of such distributional E over a wedge of the triangulation
is equal simply to Xw corresponding to that wedge.
Let us now describe the result of integration over the group elements
gǫ in (22). In four dimensions each dual edge is shared by four dual faces.
Thus, one has to take the integral of the product of four matrix elements.
The required formula is given in Appendix C. The result of this integration
can again be described using a certain spin network function of the group
elements corresponding to the currents Jw. As in the case of two and three
dimensions, let us introduce special graphs in the vicinity of the center of
each 4-simplex h, which we will call Γh. We define graph Γh as the intersec-
tion of the sphere S3 surrounding the center of 4-simplex h with the dual
faces σ. The graph Γh lives in S
3, but it can be projected on a plane. This
gives us the pentagon graph. Note that at this stage we do not care about
types of crossings we get (that is, whether this is under- or over-crossing).
The edges of this graph are in one-to-one correspondence with the wedges w
belonging to the 4-simplex h. Thus, we can associate to each edge a current
Jw, and label it with the spin jσ labelling the dual face to which the corre-
sponding wedge belongs. Additionally, let us label each of five vertices of the
pentagon by a half-integer (spin). Vertices of the pentagon are in one-to-one
correspondence with tetrahedra of the triangulation. Thus, we shall use the
notation jt for this spins.
Inside each four-simplex there are 10 wedges. Let us denote the corre-
sponding currents by J1, . . . , J10. One can then construct the function of the
group elements exp J1, . . . , exp J10.
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The generating functional Z4 is given by the sum over spins of products
over 4-simplices of the above functions of the currents Jw
Z4(J,∆) =
∑
jσ,jt
∏
σ
dimjσ
∏
t
dimjt
∏
h
P (J1) · · ·P (J10)
jt
jt
jt
J
J
JJ
J
J
J
JJ
1
2
3
45
6
7
8
9 J10
1
2
3
jt5jt4
(30)
Here h labels 4-simplices of the triangulation and jσ are spins labelling the
dual faces. The resolution of each vertex in this pentagon graph is given in
the Appendix C.
3 Theories of interest
Having calculated the generating functional in various spacetime dimensions
we are in the position to use our results to study concrete theories. However,
let us first specify in more details the class of theories that can be treated
within our approach, and give physically interesting examples of theories
belonging to this class. In this paper we will restrict our attention to a special
class of theories. For simplicity we fix the gauge group to be G = SU(2). Let
M be an oriented smooth d-dimensional manifold, and let P be an SU(2)-
bundle overM. The basic fields of a theory of interest are a connection A on
P , and an AdP -valued (d-2)-form, often called B, which we call E because
of its relation with the SU(2) “electric” field of the canonical formulation of
the theory. The action of the theory is of the form
S[A,E] =
∫
M
[Tr (E ∧ F ) + Φ(E)] , (31)
where F is the curvature of A, ‘Tr’ is the trace in the fundamental rep-
resentation of SU(2), and Φ is a gauge invariant polynomial function that
depends on E but not on its derivatives. Also, Φ(E) should be a d-form
so that it can be integrated. It can also depend on other dynamical fields,
for example Lagrange multipliers as in the case of gravity, or on additional
non-dynamical fields (background structure), as in the case of Yang-Mills
theories. Let us now give examples of theories belonging to this class.
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3.1 BF theories
The action of BF theory in any dimension is given by∫
M
Tr(E ∧ F ), (32)
that is, this is the action of the type (31) with zero “interaction” term Φ.
The equations of motion that follow from this action state that
dAE = 0, F = 0, (33)
where dAE is the covariant derivative of E. Thus, the flat connections play
the dominant role in BF theory.
3.2 2D Yang-Mills
Yang-Mills action can be written only if one introduces a background metric
on M. However, in two spacetime dimensions, Yang-Mills action turns out
to depend only on a measure (area two-form) defined by the metric on M.
Thus, we will keep track only of this dependence of the action on a measure
dµ on M. Yang-Mills theory in 2D is described by the following BF-like
action ∫
M
Tr(EF ) +
e2
2
∫
M
dµTr(E2). (34)
Here E is a Lie-algebra valued zero-form, F is the curvature of the con-
nection A. Solving equations of motion for E that follow from this action,
and substituting the solution into the action, one can check that the action
reduces to the standard Yang-Mills action
SYM = − 1
4e2
∫
M
d2x
√
ggacgbdTr(FabFcd), (35)
where gab is a metric (of Euclidean signature) onM such that d2x√g = dµ,
where
√
g is the square root of the determinant of the metric.
Using the techniques developed in this paper, one can calculate the
vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude of this theory, that is the path in-
tegral of exp (i× action). However, an interesting feature of this theory is
that the same techniques can be used to calculate the partition function,
that is, the path integral ∫
DADE exp (−SYM) . (36)
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The problem of calculation of the partition function can be reduced to the
problem of calculation of the vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude of a some-
what different theory, that is of the path integral of exp (i× action), with
the action given by ∫
M
Tr(EF )− i e
2
2
∫
M
dµTr(E2). (37)
Indeed, integrating over E in the path integral of exp (i× action), one gets
(36). As one can see, the two actions (34),(37) differ by the factor of i in
front of the second term. Using the two actions (34),(37) we will calculate
below both the vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude and partition function
of the theory.
3.3 3D BF theory with the ‘cosmological term’
In three dimensions the E field of BF theory is a one-form, and one can add
a term cubic in E to the BF action to obtain
−
∫
M
Tr
(
E ∧ F + Λ
12
E ∧ E ∧ E
)
, (38)
where M is assumed to be a three-dimensional orientable manifold. The
action is a functional of an SU(2) connection A, whose curvature form is
denoted by F , and a 1-form E, which takes values in the Lie algebra of
SU(2). Thus, the action (38) is that of BF theory in 3d, with E field playing
the role of B, and with an additional “cosmological term” added to the usual
BF action. This theory is related to gravity in 3D as follows. Having the
one-form E, one can construct from it a real metric of Euclidean signature
gab = −1
2
Tr(EaEb). (39)
Here a, b stand for spacetime indices: a, b, ... = 1, 2, 3. We take the E field to
be anti-hermitian, which explains the minus sign in (39). Thus, the E field in
(38) has the interpretation of the triad field. One of the equations of motion
that follows from (38) states that A is the spin connection compatible with
the triad E. Taking the E field to be non-degenerate and “right-handed”,
i.e., giving a positive-definite volume form
1
12
ε˜abcTr(EaEbEc), (40)
and substituting into (38) the spin connection instead of A, one gets the
Euclidean Einstein-Hilbert action
1
2
∫
M
d3x
√
g (R− 2Λ). (41)
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We use units in which 8πG = 1. The minus in front of (38) is needed to yield
precisely the Einstein-Hilbert action after the elimination of A. Thus, Λ in
(38) is the cosmological constant. An important difference of this theory
and Einstein’s theory is the fact BF theory, unlike gravity, is defined for
degenerate metrics.
3.4 4D BF theory with the ‘cosmological term’
In four spacetime dimensions the E field of BF theory is a two-form. Thus,
one can construct the following action functional∫
M
Tr(E ∧ F )− Λ
2
Tr(E ∧ E), (42)
where Λ is a real parameter, which we will refer to as the “cosmological con-
stant”. If one, as in the following subsection, adds to this action an additional
constraint that E is simple, that is, given by a product of two one-forms,
then this theory is equivalent to Einstein’s theory and Λ is proportional to
the “physical” cosmological constant.
3.5 4D Euclidean self-dual gravity
The action for Euclidean general relativity in the self-dual first order for-
malism is given by [24]
∫
M
Tr(E ∧ F )− ψij
(
Ei ∧ Ej − 1
3
δijEk ∧ Ek
)
, (43)
where, to write Ei, we have introduced a basis in the Lie algebra of SU(2).
Here ψij is a symmetric matrix of Lagrange multipliers. The variation of
the action with respect to ψ yields equations
Ei ∧Ej = δij 1
3
Ek ∧ Ek. (44)
In the case E is non degenerate, i.e., the right hand side of (44) is non
zero, these equations are satisfied if and only if E is the self-dual part of a
decomposable 2-form, i.e., if and only if there exists a tetrad field eI , I =
0, 1, 2, 3 such that Ei = ±(e0 ∧ ei + 12ǫijkej ∧ ek). In this case the action
reduces to the self-dual Hilbert-Palatini action for 4-dimensional gravity and
ψij correspond to the components of the self-dual part of the Weyl curvature
tensor. Thus, (43) is the BF action in four dimensions, with an additional
“simplicity” constraint added to it.
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4 Corresponding spin foam models
In this section we present state sum models for the theories we just described.
4.1 Ponzano-Regge-Ooguri models
These models give an expression for the vacuum-vacuum transition ampli-
tude of BF theory, i.e., the path integral
ZBF(M) =
∫
DADE exp
(
i
∫
M
Tr(E ∧ F )
)
, (45)
as a sum over colored triangulations. More precisely, let us fix a triangulation
∆ of M. In three dimensions, let us label the edges of ∆ by irreducible
representations of SU(2), that is, by spins j. Thus, to each edge e we assign
a label je. One can then construct the following sum over labellings
PR(∆) =
∑
je
∏
e
dimje
∏
t
(6j)t. (46)
Here dim(j) = 2j + 1 is the dimension of the representation j, the second
product is taken over tetrahedra t of ∆, and (6j) is the (normalized) classical
(6j)-symbol (see the Appendix C for a definition) constructed from the six
spins labelling the edges of t. Note that the sum over spins in (46) diverges.
To make sense of it one must introduce a regularization. A possible regular-
ization is given by the Turaev-Viro model, which we discuss below. After the
introduction of this “regularization”, this sum can be shown to be triangu-
lation independent. Thus, (46) gives an invariant of M: PR(∆) = PR(M).
In four dimensions one can construct a similar sum by labelling the faces
of ∆. Let us denote the spin labelling a face f by jf . Let us consider the
following quantity:
O(∆) =
∑
jf ,jt
∏
f
dimjf
∏
t
dimjt
∏
h
(15j)h, (47)
After a certain “regularization” (given by the Crane-Yetter model below)
that gives sense to the infinite sums in (47), this can be shown to be trian-
gulation independent: O(∆) = O(M). In (47) one has introduced an addi-
tional label jt for each tetrahedron of ∆. The spin jt labels an intertwiner
one has to assign to each tetrahedron (see the subsection on Crane-Yetter
model for details). The last product is taken over the 4-simplices h of ∆.
Then (15j) is the (normalized) (15j)-symbol constructed from ten spins jf la-
belling the faces of h and five spins jt labelling the five tetrahedra composing
h. See the Appendix C for a definition of the normalized (15j)-symbol.
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As was realized by Ooguri [9], these models give a “discrete” realization
of the path integral because they can be obtained from the requirement that
the connection onM is flat. Indeed, formally the path integral (45) is equal
to ∫
DAδ(F ). (48)
The state sums (46),(47) are in certain precise sense realizations of the inte-
gral over connections with the integrand being the delta-function at F = 0.
4.2 Migdal-Witten model
Migdal [5] has studied the Yang-Mills theory on a lattice, and, in particular,
has proposed a lattice model for the Yang-Mills theory in two dimensions.
This model was later studied byWitten [6] in the connection with topological
field theories in two dimensions.
As we discussed above, the problem of calculation of the Yang-Mills
partition function can be reduced to the problem of calculation of the path
integral
ZYM(ρe2,M) =
∫
DADE exp
(
i
∫
M
Tr(EF ) +
e2
2
∫
M
dµTr(E2)
)
, (49)
where ρ is the total area of M, and other notations are explained in sub-
section (3.2). Migdal [5] has proposed the following lattice version of this
path integral. For simplicity, we will formulate Migdal model on a trian-
gulated manifold. Let us triangulate our two-dimensional manifold M, and
introduce the dual triangulation (see Fig. 5). Let us label the edges ǫ of
the dual complex by group elements gǫ, and the dual faces σ by irreducible
representations of SU(2), i.e., spins jσ. The “discrete” version of (49) is then
given by (see [6]):
YM(ρe2,M) =
∏
ǫ
∫
dgǫ
∑
jσ
∏
σ
dimjσχjσ(gǫ1 · · · gǫn) exp
(
−e2ρσc(jσ)/2
)
,
(50)
where the multiple integral is performed over all group elements gǫ and dg
is the normalized Haar measure on SU(2), ρσ is the area of the dual face
σ, as defined by the measure dµ, c(j) is the value of the quadratic Casimir
operator in the representation j
c(j) = 2j(j + 1), (51)
and gǫ1 · · · gǫn is the product of group elements around the dual face. Af-
ter integration over the group elements gǫ the partition function takes the
1212 SPIN FOAM MODELS ...
following simple form: ∑
j
(dimj)
κ(M)e−e
2ρc(j), (52)
where κ(M) is the Euler characteristics of M. Thus, as we indicated in
the argument of YM, the partition function depends only on the topological
properties of M. Also, the dependence on measure dµ enters only through
the dependence on the total area ρ of M.
4.3 Turaev-Viro model
The Turaev-Viro model gives a way to calculate the transition amplitude of
the theory defined by (38), i.e., the path integral
ZBF3 (Λ,M) =
∫
DEDA exp
(
−i
∫
M
Tr
(
E ∧ F + Λ
12
E ∧ E ∧ E
))
. (53)
In this paper we consider only vacuum-vacuum amplitudes. Although the
Turaev-Viro model can be used to calculate more general amplitudes between
non-trivial initial and final states, we will not use this aspect of the model
here. We consider the version of the model formulated on a triangulated
manifold. Thus, let us fix a triangulation ∆ of M. Let us label the edges,
for which we will employ the notation e, by irreducible representations of
the quantum group (SU(2))q , where q is a root of unity
q = e
2pii
k ≡ eih¯. (54)
Later we will relate the parameter h¯ with the cosmological constant Λ. The
irreducible representations of (SU(2))q are labelled by half-integers (spins)
j satisfying j ≤ (k − 2)/2. Thus, we associate a spin je to each edge e.
The vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude of the theory is then given by the
following expression (see, for example, [25]):
TV(q,∆) = η2V
∑
je
∏
e
dimq(je)
∏
t
(6j)q , (55)
where η and the so-called quantum dimension dimq(j) are defined in the
Appendix A by (129) and (130) correspondingly, and V is the number of
vertices in ∆. The last product in (55) is taken over tetrahedra t of ∆,
and (6j)q is the (normalized) quantum (6j)-symbol constructed from the 6
spins labelling the edges of t (see Appendix C). It turns out that (55) is
independent of the triangulation ∆ and gives a topological invariant of M:
TV(q,∆) = TV(q,M).
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The construction that interprets the Turaev-Viro invariant (55) as the
vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude of the theory defined by (38) is as
follows. It has been proved (see e.g. [25]) that (55) is equal to the squared
absolute value of the Chern-Simons amplitude
TV(q,M) = |CS(k,M)|2, (56)
with the level of Chern-Simons theory being equal to k from (54). It is
known, however, that the action (38) can be written as a difference of two
copies of Chern-Simons action
SCS(A) =
k
4π
∫
M
Tr
(
A ∧ dA+ 2
3
A ∧A ∧A
)
. (57)
Indeed, note that
S(A+ λE)− S(A− λE) = kλ
π
∫
M
Tr
(
E ∧ F + λ
2
3
E ∧ E ∧ E
)
, (58)
where λ is a real parameter. Thus, (58) is equal to (38) if
λ = −
√
Λ/2, k =
2π√
Λ
, or h¯ =
√
Λ. (59)
This relates the deformation parameter q of the Turaev-Viro model with
the cosmological constant Λ, and proves that the Turaev-Viro amplitude
is proportional to the vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude of the theory
defined by (38)
TV(q,M) ∝ ZBF3 (Λ,M). (60)
To compare in Sec. 5 the spin foam model obtained via our techniques
with the Turaev-Viro model, we will need the first-order term in the de-
composition of (55) in the power series in Λ. This is proportional to the
expectation value of the spacetime volume in BF theory at Λ = 0. Indeed,
the expectation value of the volume is given simply by the derivative of the
amplitude (6) with respect to (−iΛ) evaluated at Λ = 0:
〈Vol〉 =
∫ DEDAVol(M)eiS∫ DEDAeiS = i
(
∂ lnZBF3 (Λ)
∂Λ
)
Λ=0
, (61)
Vol(M) =
∫
M
1
12
ε˜abcTr(EaEbEc).
Thus, the expectation value of the volume ofM in BF theory is proportional
to the first order term in Λ in the decomposition of (55).
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Let us find this expectation value. An important subtlety arises here. It
is not hard to show that (55) has the following asymptotic expansion in h¯
(
h¯3
4π
)V
PR(∆)
(
1− h¯2i〈Vol〉
)
, (62)
where PR is the amplitude of the Ponzano-Regge model (46) V is the number
of vertices in ∆, and i〈Vol〉 is a real quantity independent of h¯. Thus, appar-
ently there is no term proportional to h¯2 = Λ in this expansion. However,
as it is explained, for example, in [26], the state sum invariant (55) does not
exactly give the transition amplitude of BF theory. Instead, the Turaev-Viro
amplitude is only proportional to the BF amplitude, and the proportionality
coefficient depends on h¯. This can be understood as follows. The integration
over (A+ λE), (A− λE), which is carried out to obtain |CS(k,M)|2 in (56)
and thus the Turaev-Viro amplitude, is different from the integration over
A,E one has to perform to obtain (53). The difference in the integration
measures is a power of h¯. Thus, the amplitude (53) and the squared abso-
lute value of the amplitude of the Chern-Simons theory are proportional to
each other with the coefficient of proportionality being a power of h¯. In the
discretized version of the theory, given by the Turaev-Viro model, this power
of h¯ is replaced by h¯3V . Thus, the Turaev-Viro amplitude, in the limit of
small cosmological constant, differs from the BF amplitude by a power of
h¯3V .
This remark being made, we can write an expression for the expectation
value of the volume in BF theory:
i〈Vol〉∆ = − ∂
∂Λ
(
TV(Λ,∆)
PR(∆)(h¯3/4π)V
)
Λ=0
=
1
PR(∆)
∑
je
iVol(∆, j)
(∏
e
dim(je)
∏
t
(6j)
)
, (63)
where the function Vol(∆, j) of the triangulation ∆ and the labels j = {je}
is given by
iVol(∆, j) =
∑
v
(
− ∂
∂Λ
(
η2
(h¯3/4π)
))
Λ=0
+
∑
e
(
−∂ ln(dimq(je))
∂Λ
)
Λ=0
+
∑
t
(
−∂ ln((6j)q)
∂Λ
)
Λ=0
. (64)
Here v stands for vertices of ∆, e stands for edges and t stands for tetrahedra.
We intentionally wrote the expectation value of the volume in the form (63)
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to introduce the volume Vol(∆, j) of a labelled triangulation, which will be
of interest to us in what follows. Indeed, (63) has the form∑
je iVol(∆, j)Amplitude(∆, j)∑
je Amplitude(∆, j)
, (65)
where
Amplitude(∆, j) =
∏
e
dim(je)
∏
t
(6j) (66)
is the amplitude of Ponzano-Regge model. This shows that Vol(∆, j) indeed
has the interpretation of the volume of a labelled triangulation. Note that
the volume turns out to be purely imaginary. This has to do with the fact
that in (53) one sums over configurations of E of both positive and negative
volume. A more detailed explanation of this is given in [26].
The volume (64) has three types of contributions: (i) from vertices; (ii)
from edges; (iii) from tetrahedra. It is not hard to calculate the first two
types of them. One finds that each vertex contributes exactly 1/12, and
each edge contributes je(je + 1)/6, where je is the spin that labels the edge
e. It is much more complicated to find the tetrahedron contribution to the
volume, that is, the derivative of ln((6j)q) with respect to Λ. The result is
described in the Appendix D. Using the notations of the Appendix D, the
final result for the expectation value of the spacetime volume in BF theory
can be written as follows:
iVol(∆, j) =
∑
v
1
12 +
∑
e
je(je+1)
6 +
∑
t
1
16
1 ×


1
24
∑
e 6=e′ 6=e”
〈 e’
 e"e
|
〉
− 1
4
∑
e
〈
|
〉


0
.
(67)
Here stands for the normalized classical (6j)-symbol.
It is interesting to note that not only tetrahedra t of ∆ contribute to
the volume, but also the edges e and vertices v. The contribution from the
vertices is somewhat trivial – it is constant for each vertex. Nevertheless,
when thinking about the triangulated manifold M one is forced to assign
the spacetime volume to every vertex. The contribution from edges depends
on the spins labelling the edges. Again, this implies that each edge of the
triangulation ∆ carries an intrinsic volume that depends on its spin. The
contribution from tetrahedra is more complicated. It is given by a func-
tion that depends on the spins labelling the edges of each tetrahedron. It is
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interesting that this picture of the spacetime volume being split into contri-
butions from vertices, edges and tetrahedra can be understood in terms of
Heegard splitting ofM. Recall that Heegard splitting of a three-dimensional
manifold M decomposes M into three dimensional manifolds with bound-
aries. Then the original manifold can be obtained by gluing these manifolds
along the boundaries. For the case of a triangulated manifoldM, as we have
now, the Heegard splitting proceeds as follows. First, one constructs balls
centered at the vertices of ∆. Then one connects these balls with cylinders,
whose axes of cylindrical symmetry coincide with the edges of ∆. Removing
from M the obtained balls and cylinders, one obtains a three-dimensional
manifold with a complicated boundary. One has to further cut this mani-
fold along the faces of ∆. One obtains three types of “building blocks” that
are needed to reconstruct the original manifold: (i) balls; (ii) cylinders; (iii)
spheres with four discs removed. Each of this manifolds carries a part of the
original volume of M. Our result (67) provides one with exactly the same
picture: the volume of M is concentrated in vertices (balls of the Heegard
splitting), edges (cylinders), and tetrahedra (4-holed spheres).
4.4 Crane-Yetter model
Crane, Kauffman and Yetter [10] studied a state sum model that is very
similar to the Ooguri model [9], however, instead of the gauge group SU(2)
the quantum group (SU(2))q is used. The state sum invariant they proposed
is given by (see, for example, [25]):
CY(q,∆) = η−2V+2E
∑
jf
∑
jt
∏
f
dimq(jf )
∏
t
dimq(jt)
∏
h
(15j)q . (68)
Here dimq(j) is the quantum dimension (130), η is defined by (129), (15j)q
stands for a (normalized) quantum (15j)-symbol (see the Appendix C) as-
sociate with any 4-simplex. This quantum (15j)-symbol is the Reshetikhin
Turaev evaluation of the graph Γh described in subsection (2.4). The symbols
V and E stand for the number of vertices and edges in ∆ correspondingly.
This state sum model is independent of a triangulation of the 4-manifold
used to compute (68). Thus, it gives an invariant associated with the mani-
fold M: CY(q,∆) = CY(q,M).
The quantity CY(q,M) is conjectured to give the transition amplitude
for BF theory with cosmological constant, the cosmological constant Λ being
related to q by
q = exp iΛ. (69)
Thus, unlike in the case of 3-dimensions, we have now h¯ = Λ. This relation
can be established as follows. It has been shown (see e.g. [25]) that ifM is a
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manifold with boundary then CY(q,M) is proportional to the Chern-Simons
transition amplitude CS(k, ∂M) introduced in the previous subsection:
CY(q,M) ∝ CS(k, ∂M). (70)
The deformation parameter q of the Crane-Yetter model is related to the level
of Chern-Simons theory as in (54). Consider now the transition amplitude
for BF theory with cosmological term:
ZBF4 (Λ,M) =
∫
DADE exp
(
i
∫
M
Tr(E ∧ F )− Λ
2
Tr(E ∧ E)
)
. (71)
Let us integrate over the field E in this path integral. One gets
ZBF4 (Λ,M) ∝
∫
DA exp
(
i
2Λ
∫
M
Tr(F ∧ F )
)
. (72)
Now, using the fact that
Tr(F ∧ F ) = d(A ∧ dA+ 2
3
A ∧A ∧A) (73)
we get
ZBF4 (Λ,M) ∝
∫
DA exp
(
i
2Λ
SCS(A, ∂M)
)
. (74)
This, together with (70), then implies that
CY(q,M) ∝ ZBF4 (Λ,M), (75)
where q is related to Λ as in (69).
To compare the spin foam model we obtain below with the Crane-Yetter
model we will need to know the first order term in the decomposition of
ZBF4 (Λ,M) in the power series in Λ. To find it, we have to take into account
the fact that, similarly to the case of 3D BF theory, the transition amplitude
is only proportional to the Crane-Yetter amplitude (68), with the propor-
tionality coefficient being a function of h¯. This proportionality coefficient is
given by a power of h¯. As one can check, the “zeroth” order term in h¯ of
(68) is equal to (
h¯3
4π
)−V+E
O(∆), (76)
where O(∆) is the Ooguri state sum invariant (47). Thus, the first order
term in Λ of ZBF4 (Λ,M) is given by(
∂
∂Λ
ZBF4 (Λ,M)
)
Λ=0
=
(
∂
∂Λ
(
CY(q,M)
(h¯3/4π)−V +E
))
Λ=0
. (77)
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However, unlike the case of 3D BF theory with cosmological term, in this
case the only contribution to this expression comes from the quantum (15j)-
symbol. All other “building blocks” that one encounters in (68) contain only
the h¯2 = Λ2 terms, and, thus, do not contribute to (77). The first derivative
of the quantum (15j)-symbol with respect to h¯ = Λ can be found by methods
analogous to the ones used in the Appendix D to calculate the derivative of
(6j)-symbol. However, in the case of (15j)-symbol, the calculation is much
simpler due to the fact that only crossings contribute to the first order in h¯.
The (15j)-symbol used in (68) contains only one crossing (see, for example,
[25]). Using the expression (152) for the R-matrix as a formal power series
in h¯ given in the Appendix D, one can easily check that the first h¯-order
term of the quantum (15j)-symbol is given by:
ih¯
2
+ · · · , (78)
where the dots stands for terms containing graspings between two edges
sharing one vertex and correspond to different possible choices of the framing
of the 15j-symbol. We will not keep track of these terms at this stage. Their
relevance will be discussed below. This is, however, not quite the expression
we want because it is not symmetrical. We will symmetrize it by putting
the grasping at all pairs of lines of the graph in (78) that do not share a
vertex. However, if one does that, than the quantity one obtains for each
given 4-simplex h is not equal to (78). Only if one sums over all 4-simplices
of the triangulation one obtains the quantity that is equal to the sum of (78)
over h. This can be proved by using certain simple relations that hold for
graspings. One such relation is the analogs of “closure” relations (160). It
graphical representation is given by:
+ + + =  0 (79)
Such “closure” relation holds for every vertex of the graph in (78). Another
relation that one has to use involves two different pentagon graphs. As one
can convince oneself, the vertices of the pentagon graph in (78) are in one-
to-one correspondence with the tetrahedra of ∆. Thus, every tetrahedron is
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shared exactly by two 4-simplices, and the following relations holds:
=  0
−
(80)
This allows one to cancel certain types of graspings from one 4-simplex
with similar types of graspings from the neighboring 4-simplex. Certain
cancellations occur for each tetrahedron of the triangulation. These relations
allow one to obtain the following symmetric expression:
(
∂
∂Λ
ZBF4 (Λ,M)
)
Λ=0
=
i
2
∑
h
1
30


∑
e,e′
sign(e, e′)
〈 e
e’
|
〉


0
+ · · · , (81)
where the sum is taken over different pairs e, e′ of edges that do not share
a vertex. There are 30 terms in this sum, which explains the factor of 1/30
in (81). The quantity sign(e, e′) in (81) is plus or minus one depending on
the orientation of the two edges e, e′. A consistent choice of orientations
comes from the geometrical 4-simplex discussed in the Appendix E. With
this choice, sign(e, e′) = sign(f, f ′), where we use the fact that every edge
of the pentagon graph in (81) is in one-to-one correspondence with a face of
the corresponding 4-simplex, and sign(f, f ′) is defined by the equation (161).
The dots in (81) correspond to some symmetric expression that contains only
terms with graspings between two edges sharing one vertex.
4.5 Reisenberger model
Reisenberger [3] has proposed a state sum model corresponding to the self-
dual Plebanski action (43). The main idea of his construction is to modify
the SU(2) Crane-Yetter model in such a way that the constraints (44) are
implemented. The model can be described as follows. As in the previous
subsection, let M be a triangulated 4-manifold. Let us associate a group
element gw to each wedge w of the dual triangulation (see Section 2). One
can think of gw as the holonomy of connection around the boundary of the
wedge w with the basepoint being the center of the 4-simplex h to which the
wedge belongs. Let Diw be a differential su(2) operator acting on functions
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of gw as the sum of left and right invariant vector fields. Let us denote by
Ωij the following operator acting in (SU(2))⊗10:
Ωij =
∑
w,w′
ǫ(w,w′)DiwD
j
w′ −
1
3
δij
∑
w,w′
ǫ(w,w′)DkwDw′k, (82)
where ǫ(w,w′) is the sign of the four volume span by the wedges w,w′
(ǫ(w,w′) = 0 if the two wedges don’t span a four-volume). We choose a
coloring of the wedges by spins jw, denote by Rj(g) the representation of
g as an endomorphism of Vj , and define for each 4-simplex h the following
function on (SU(2))⊗10:
φh,~(gw) = tr⊗w∈hVjw
(
1√
2πx
e−
1
2x2
ΩijΩij ⊗w∈hVjw (2jw + 1)Rjw(gw)
)
. (83)
The state sum model proposed by Reisenberger is given by
lim
x→0
∑
jw
∫ ∏
w
dgw
∏
h
φh,~(gw) (84)
The limit is a possible way of selecting only the states belonging to the kernel
of Ωij.
5 Applications of the generating functional
In this section we use the generating functional computed in Sec.2 to con-
struct systematically state sum models of the theories described in Sec.3.
We then compare the results of this systematic approach with the known
results described in Sec.4.
5.1 BF theory: any dimension
The transition amplitude of the theory is simply the value of the generating
function Z at J = 0. As one can easily see, this gives exactly the Ponzano-
Regge model (46) in three dimensions, and the Ooguri model (47) in four
dimensions. The corresponding two dimensional model is somewhat trivial:
the transition amplitude is given by (25) at J = 0, which gives∑
j
(dimj)
χ(M), (85)
where (M) is the Euler characteristics of M. One can recognize in this
expression the volume of the space of flat connections on M modulo gauge
transformations expressed in term of Riemann zeta function (see, for exam-
ple, [23]).
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5.2 2D Yang-Mills
Our general strategy is to calculate the ‘interaction’ term Φ(E) of the action
(31) on the configuration of E that is distributional along the wedges of the
dual complex
E =
∑
w
Ew, (86)
express the result as a polynomial function Φ(X) of the variables Xw, in-
troduced in the previous section, and then look for the vacuum-vacuum
transition amplitude of the theory as given by(
eiΦ(−iδ/δJ) Z[J,∆]
)
J=0
. (87)
In the case of 2d Yang-Mills theory, the ‘interaction’ term iΦ is given by
(see (49))
e2
2
∫
M
dµTr(E2), (88)
Calculating this on the configuration of E given by (86), with each Ew being
constant along the wedge w, we get
e2
2
∑
w
ρwTr(X
2
w) = −e2
∑
w
ρwX
i
wX
i
w, (89)
where ρw is the area of the wedge w, as measured with respect to dµ, and
we have introduced the SO(3) indices (128). The partition function of the
theory is then given by(
exp
(
−e2
∑
w
ρw
(
δ
δiJ iw
δ
δiJ iw
))
Z[J,∆]
)
J=0
. (90)
To compare this with the partition function of the Migdal-Witten model,
it is more convenient to take the generating functional Z[J ] in its general
form (22). Then, using
e
α
(
δ
δiJiw
δ
δiJiw
)
· P (J)R(j)(eJ)|J=0 = eα(j+1/2)
2
= eα(c(j)/2+1/4) (91)
where R(j)(e
J ) is the group element eJ taken in the j representation, and
c(j) is the quadratic casimir of this representation. We get for the partition
function
∏
ǫ
∫
dgǫ
∑
jσ
∏
σ
dimjσχjσ(gǫ1 · · · gǫn) exp
(∑
w∈σ
−e2ρw(c(jσ)/2 + 1/4)
)
.
(92)
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This can be seen to be equal to
YM(ρe2,M)e−e2ρ/4 (93)
by noting that ∑
w∈σ
ρw = ρσ, and
∑
σ
ρσ = ρ.
Thus, our approach gives the correct expression (50) for the partition func-
tion of the Yang-Mills theory, apart from the factor exp(−e2ρ/4). However,
the later is what is called a “standard renormalization” of the partition
function. That is, the result for the partition function of 2D Yang-Mills may
depend on a regularization procedure that was used to calculate it, the two
different schemes giving results that may differ, in particular, by factors of
exp(−αe2ρ), where α is some coefficient. See, for instance, [6] for a more
detailed discussion of the standard renormalizations. Thus, the partition
function obtained by our method differs from that of the Migdal-Witten
model just by a standard renormalization factor.
5.3 3D BF theory with cosmological term
As one can see from (38), the ‘interaction’ term iΦ(E) for this theory is
given by
iΦ(E) = − iΛ
12
∫
M
Tr(E ∧ E ∧ E). (94)
As in the case of Yang-Mills theory in two dimensions, one has to find a
polynomial function Φ(X) of variables Xw by evaluating (94) on the distri-
butional field E given by (2). Unfortunately, in the case of three dimensions
the result is not well-defined as in the case of 2D Yang-Mills theory. Indeed,
the E field is concentrated along the wedges (see Fig. 7), and non-trivial con-
tributions to the integral (94) come from the points where wedges intersect.
Thus, the contributions to (94) come from the integrals∫
M
Tr(Ew1 ∧Ew2 ∧ Ew3), (95)
where w1, w2, w3 are three wedges that intersect. The wedges can intersect
at points, as, for example, they do at the center of each tetrahedron, or they
can have more general intersections, as, for example, an intersection of three
wedges sharing a dual edge. Or, instead, one can have in (95) w1 = w2.
Whatever the type of an intersection is, the result of (95) is ill-defined be-
cause of the distributional nature of E field. In this paper we show how
the ambiguity in (95) can be resolved for the simplest, and most important
type of intersections: intersections of three different wedges at the centers of
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tetrahedra. As we shall see, for intersections of this type there is a simple
way to resolve the ambiguity in (95) using geometrical considerations. As
we show, this type of intersection is the most important one, for it is respon-
sible for, in certain sense, the most intricate contribution to the transition
amplitude of the theory. Thus, in this subsection, we restrict our consider-
ation only to this special type of intersection, calculate the corresponding
interaction term Φ(X), find the corresponding spin foam model, and com-
pare it with the Turaev-Viro model. In the first order in the decomposition
of Turaev-Viro amplitude in power of Λ, we will be able to identify a term
analogous to the term we obtain in our model and compare them. We will
find a very delicate matching between the two, including the numerical co-
efficients. The importance of other types of intersections, not treated here,
will be emphasized later.
Thus, the intersections we consider are the ones for which three different
wedges intersect at the center of a tetrahedron. Given a tetrahedron t,
there are 20 (without counting the permutations) different triples of wedges
w1 6= w2 6= w3. Four of these triples do not span a three-volume; thus,
it is natural at first to take the integral (95) for such triples to be zero.
These are exactly the triples of wedges that share a line – a part of the dual
edge. Thus, there are only 16 different triples of wedges (without counting
the permutations) that contribute to (95) for a given tetrahedron. Recall
now that each Ew is given by (27). Thus, for any given triple of wedges
w1 6= w2 6= w3, the integral (95) is proportional to
iΛTr(Xw1Xw2Xw3), (96)
but the proportionality coefficients are not fixed, because of the indetermi-
nacy in the value of the integral∫
δ(u1)δ(u2)δ(u3)du1 ∧ du2 ∧ du3. (97)
Of course if the wedges were infinite planes without boundaries this integral
is a well-defined quantity: it is just the intersection number and as such
should be ±1 depending on the orientations of the wedges. Because of the
existence of boundary we expect this integral to be a number smaller than
1. We fix the proportionality coefficient by requiring that
1
12
∫
t
Tr(E ∧E ∧ E), (98)
where the integral is taken over a tetrahedron t, is equal to the geometrical
volume of t. For any triple of wedges w1 6= w2 6= w3, the integral (97) is
equal to α · sign(w1, w2, w3), where α is a coefficient that is independent on a
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triple, and sign(w1, w2, w3) is plus or minus one depending on the orientation
of the form du1 ∧ du2 ∧ du3. Thus, (98) is equal to
1
12
∑
w1 6=w2 6=w3∈t
α · sign(w1, w2, w3)Tr(Xw1Xw2Xw3). (99)
Here the sum is taken over triples of different wedges in t, taking into account
all different permutations of w1, w2, w3. Taking into account the fact that
the number of permutations of w1, w2, w3 is 6, we get for (98):
1
2
∑
w1<w2<w3
αTr(Xw1Xw2Xw3), (100)
where the notation w1 < w2 < w3 means that the sum is taken over 16
different triples w1 6= w2 6= w3 such that sign(w1, w2, w3) = 1.
To relate (100) to the volume of tetrahedron t, we recall the geometrical
interpretation of variables Xw. They were introduced in the previous section
as the variables that carry information about the length of edges of the
triangulation. At this stage it is more convenient to introduce SO(3) indices
(128). Thus, each Xw is characterized by X
i
w, i = 1, 2, 3. Recall that wedges
w are in one-to-one correspondence with edges e of the triangulation. Thus,
let us view each Xiw as the vector representing the corresponding edge (each
edge can be viewed as a vector pointing from one vertex of ∆ to another), and
the norm squared XiwX
i
w of X
i
w as the length squared of this vector. Indeed,
it is not hard to check that the interpretation of XiwX
i
w as the length of
the corresponding edge is consistent with the other known facts. Let us
consider the operator corresponding to XiwX
i
w. According to our general
prescription, this quantity is represented by the operator (δ/δiJw)
2. We
have already dealt with this operator in the previous subsection, see (91).
Its eigenvalue is given just by the half of the Casimir (plus 1/4). Thus, in
the sense of eigenvalues, we can write
XiwX
i
w = (j + 1/2)
2, (101)
where j is the spin from (28) labelling the dual face that contains w. Thus,
(101) tells us that, in the limit of large spins j, the norm of Xw grows as j.
This is to be compared with the length spectrum of the canonical quantum
theory
(length) =
√
j(j + 1). (102)
This also grows as j for large spins. The expression (102) can be easily
derived in the context of canonical (loop) quantum gravity in three dimen-
sions (note that we use units in which 8πG = 1). Another motivation for
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interpreting the spin j as the length of an edge (for large j) is that it is ex-
actly this interpretation that must be used to reproduce correctly the Regge
calculus version of Einstein-Hilbert action in the Ponzano-Regge model of
quantum gravity [7]. Thus, we learn that the interpretation of the norm of
each vector Xw must be that of the length of the corresponding edge of ∆.
Having this fixed we can relate (100) to the volume of tetrahedron t. We
have
Tr(Xw1Xw2Xw3) = 2ǫijkX
i
w1X
j
w2X
k
w3 , (103)
where we have introduced the SO(3) indices, see (128). Each Xiw has the
interpretation of the vector corresponding to one of the edges of t. Thus,
(103) is equal to 12V , where V is the volume of t. In (100) we have 16 such
terms. Thus, it is equal to
1
2
α · 16 · 12V.
The requirement that (98) is equal to the volume of t fixes the parameter α
to be 1/(16 · 6). Thus, finally, we obtain the interaction term iΦ(X) to be
− iΛ
6
1
16
∑
w1<w2<w3
ǫijkX
i
w1X
j
w2X
k
w3 , (104)
where the sum is taken over 16 terms. To obtain the transition amplitude
of the theory we have to replace each Xiw by the operator δ/δiJ
i
w and act by
the exponential of (104) on the generating functional. Thus, the first order
term in Λ in the decomposition of the transition amplitude is given by:
((
− iΛ
24
1
16
∑
w1<w2<w3
4ǫijk
δ
δiJ iw1
δ
δiJ jw2
δ
δiJkw3
)
Z3(J,∆)
)
J=0
. (105)
This is to be compared with (67). We will now show that the most com-
plicated term in that expression – the term that involves trivalent graspings
– exactly matches our result (105), including the numerical coefficient and
the sign. To see this we just have to relate the trivalent grasping in (67)
to the cubic operator in (105). As explained in the Appendix D, a single
grasping in (67) acts by inserting (σi/
√
2), where σi are the Pauli matrices.
The operator (δ/δiJ i), when applied only one time, acts by inserting just
σi. Also, taking into account the definition of the trivalent grasping in (67),
one can show that
e’
 e"e
= 4ǫijk
δ
δiJ ie
δ
δiJ je′
δ
δiJke′′
(106)
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So our approach does account for the most intricate part of the 3D transi-
tion amplitude in the first Λ-order, reproducing correctly even the numerical
coefficients. Note, however, that we do not get all of the terms appearing in
(67). The discrepancy we find between the model we obtain and the usual
state sum model can be understood by comparing the two different expres-
sions for the spacetime volume: the one obtained within our approach and
the one obtained within the Turaev-Viro model, see (67). The Turaev-Viro
model tells us that we must associate the spacetime volume not only to
tetrahedra of the triangulation, but also to edges and vertices. Within our
approach, only the tetrahedron part of the spacetime volume is accounted
for. The reason for this was that, when evaluating the cosmological term of
the action on the distributional E field, we took only the terms which came
from intersections of different wedges at the centers of tetrahedra. As we dis-
cussed, even these terms are ill-defined because of the distributional nature
of the E field. However, the corresponding ambiguities can be successfully
resolved for these types of intersections by using geometrical considerations,
and, after the ambiguities are eliminated, the result exactly matches the
analogous terms of the usual state sum models, including the matching of
the numerical factors. The geometrical considerations we used were exactly
the ones that relate the terms we considered to the volume of a geometri-
cal 3-simplex. Thus, it is not very surprising that only the “part” of the
Turaev-Viro model that accounts for the volume of 3-simplices was repro-
duced correctly: as the geometrical considerations we used above tell us, we
considered only the terms that are relevant for the volume of individual 3-
simplices. However, there are other types of terms that we did not consider
and that may be crucial to reproduce the corresponding state sum model
correctly. Let us consider, for example, the terms of the type:∫
t
Tr(Ew1 ∧ Ew1 ∧ Ew2),
for some w1 6= w2. The result of such an integral is ill-defined. Indeed, there
is an indeterminacy of the type 0 · ∞, where 0 comes from du1 ∧ du1 (see
(27)), and ∞ comes from the square of the δ-function δ2(u1). These terms
are proportional to
Tr(Xw1Xw1Xw2).
Other terms that may arise are∫
t
Tr(Ew ∧ Ew ∧ Ew),
for some w. They arise as the result of the indeterminacy 02 · ∞2, where
02 comes from du ∧ du ∧ du (see (27)), and ∞2 comes from the cube of the
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δ-function δ3(u). These terms are proportional to
Tr(XwXwXw).
There is no obvious reason to set these two types of terms to zero. In
fact, as one can see, these are exactly the types of terms that are needed to
account for the other terms appearing in the first Λ-order in the Turaev-Viro
model. Although the structure of terms appearing this way is clear, at the
present state of the development of our approach, no geometrical arguments
is available to fix the ambiguity in the coefficients in front of such terms.
However, the precise agreement of the terms for which such arguments do
exist gives hope that, ones the above ambiguities are resolved, we will have
an exact agreement between the models obtained using our procedure and
the usual state sum models.
5.4 4D BF theory with cosmological term
In the case of 4D BF theory with cosmological term the interaction iΦ is
given by:
iΦ(E) = − iΛ
2
∫
M
tr(E ∧ E). (107)
Our general prescription is to evaluate this interaction term on the distri-
bution (3) and find a polynomial function Φ(X). Thus, one has to evaluate
integrals ∫
M
Tr(Ew ∧Ew′) (108)
with Ew given by (29). The integral (108) is non-zero only if wedges w,w
′
intersect. However, similarly to the case of 3D, the result when the wedges
intersect is ill-defined because of the distributional nature of Ew. Thus,
again some independent considerations have to be used to fix the ambiguity.
We use a strategy similar to the one adopted in the case of 3D BF theory.
We consider only the terms coming from wedges w,w′ intersecting at the
center of a 4-simplex. As we shall see, these are the most important terms
in the sense that they are responsible for the main terms in the first order
in Λ of the Crane-Yetter model. The relevance of other types of terms
will be emphasized below. To fix the ambiguity in (108) when w,w′ are
two wedges that intersect at the center of a 4-simplex h we use geometrical
considerations.
Let us consider the integral
− 1
2
∫
h
Tr(E ∧ E) (109)
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over the interior of a particular 4-simplex h. It is equal to the sum
− 1
2
∑
w,w′∈h
∫
h
Tr(Ew ∧ E′w). (110)
Each of the integrals here is proportional to
Tr(XwXw′) = −2XiwXiw′ , (111)
with the proportionality coefficient given by:
− 1
2
∫
h
δ(u)δ(v)δ(u′)δ(v′)du ∧ dv ∧ du′ ∧ dv′. (112)
The later is equal to −(1/2)α · sign(w,w′), where α is a numerical param-
eter, whose value is not fixed due to the ambiguity referred to above, and
sign(w,w′) is the sign of the volume form in (112). Thus, (109) is equal to∑
w,w′∈h
α · sign(w,w′)XiwXiw′ , (113)
where the sum is taken over wedges w,w′ inside h that span a 4-volume.
There are exactly 30 terms summed over in (113).
We will fix the parameter α relating the quantities Xiw to the geometrical
4-simplex in IR4. First, let us note that when E in (109) is equal to the self-
dual part of the wedge product of two copies of the frame field:
Eab =
+Σab,
ΣIJab = θ
I
[aθ
J
b], (114)
where θIa is a frame (tetrad) field, then (109) is equal to∫
h
1
2
+Σiab
1
2
+Σicdǫ˜
abcd =
∫
h
1
2
+ΣIJab
1
2
+Σcd IJ ǫ˜
abcd
=
1
16
∫
h
ǫIJKLΣ
IJ
abΣ
KL
cd ǫ˜
abcd =
4!
16
Vh, (115)
where Vh is the volume of h with respect to the metric defined by θ
I
a. Thus,
we will fix α in such a way that (113) is equal to (3/2)Vh when X
i
w can be
related to the quantities characterizing a geometrical 4-simplex.
Recall that a geometrical 4-simplex in IR4 is characterized (up to trans-
lations) by four vectors: the four vectors pointing from one of the vertices
to the other four ( for more details see the Appendix E). For each face of h
one can also construct the so-called bivectors, which are given by the wedge
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products of any two of the edges belonging to that face. The bivectors live
in the second exterior power of IR4. One can take the self-dual part of a
bivector to obtain an element of IR3. As is shown in the Appendix E (see
(166)), the norm (obtained using the usual flat metric in IR3) of the self-dual
part of each bivector is equal to the squared area of the corresponding face.
There exists also a simple expression (167) for the volume of a 4-simplex in-
volving only the self-dual parts of bivectors. Recall now that wedges w ∈ h
are in one-to-one correspondence with faces of h. Then, if Xiw has the in-
terpretation of the self-dual part of the bivector corresponding to a face of
h.
A comparison of (167), (115) fixes the value of α to be α = 1/30 · 4.
Thus, the first Λ-order term of the transition amplitude is given by:
Λ 1
30
∑
w,w′∈h
1
4
sign(w,w′)
δ
δiJ iw
δ
δiJ iw′
Z(J)


J=0
(116)
To compare this with (81) we need the relation between the grasping there
and the operator in (116). The corresponding relation is given by
e
e’
=
1
2
δ
δiJ iw
δ
δiJ iw′
(117)
Using this correspondence we see that (116) agree with the result (81). As
in the 3D case, the matching includes the numerical coefficient and the sign
of the expressions.
Let us now discuss the role of the terms denoted by dots in (81). Let us
recall that those terms are determined by a framing of the (15j)-symbol used
in the Crane-Yetter model. These terms are given by a sum of graspings of
edges of the graph Γh that share a vertex. Recall that vertices of Γh are
in one-to-one correspondence with the tetrahedra of h. Thus, the general
structure of these terms is such that they can be grouped according to a 3-
simplex (tetrahedron) to which they “belong”. Therefore, these terms can be
thought of as the contribution to the 4-volume of the BF theory coming from
individual tetrahedra of ∆. Thus, these terms are in certain sense analogous
to the terms in 3D that carry 3-volume corresponding to the edges of ∆.
As in 3D our approach did not reproduce correctly the terms corresponding
to edges, in 4D we did not reproduce correctly the contribution to the 4-
volume coming from tetrahedra. Similarly to the case of 3D, these terms may
possibly be reproduced if one takes into account the types of intersections
in (108) other than the ones considered here.
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5.5 4D Euclidean gravity
In order to apply our strategy to the self-dual Plebanski model let us consider
the “interaction” term of the action (43):
iΦ(E) = −i
∫
M
ψij
(
Ei ∧ Ej − 1
3
δijEkEk
)
. (118)
Using the same procedure as in the case of the 4-dimensional BF theory with
cosmological constant, this term, when evaluated on distributional E field,
gives
− i
∑
h
ψij(vh)Ω
ij
h (X) (119)
where vh denotes the center of the 4-simplex and
Ωijh (X) =
∑
w,w′∈h
sign(w,w′)
(
XiwX
j
w′ −
1
3
δijXkwXw′ k
)
(120)
is a quadratic function in the wedge variables Xw. In order to write (119)
we have absorbed some unimportant numerical constants into the Lagrange
multipliers ψij . The generating functional approach tells us that the spin
foam transition amplitude of the self dual Plebanski model is given by Z˜(0)
where
Z˜(J) =
∫ ∏
h
dψij(vh) e
−i
∑
h
ψij(vh)Ω
ij
h
( δ
iδJ
) · Z(J). (121)
The integration over ψij gives rise to delta functions. Thus, Z˜(J) can be
characterized as the solution of
Ωijh (
δ
iδJ
)Z˜(J) = 0, (122)
for all 4-simplices h, or, equivalently, as the solution of
Ωi1j1h (
δ
iδJ
) · · ·Ωinjnh (
δ
iδJ
)Z˜(J)|J=0 = 0. (123)
Using the fact that Z(J) and, therefore, Z˜(J) are gauge invariant and the
property that an su(2) symmetric traceless tensor Ωij is totally characterized
up to gauge transformation by its square ΩijΩij we see that the preceding
equation is equivalent to
(Ωijh Ωijh)
n(
δ
iδJ
) · Z˜(J)|J=0 = 0. (124)
The solution of the later can be written as
Z˜(0) = lim
x→0
∏
h
1√
2πx
e−
1
2x2
Ωij
h
Ωijh(
δ
iδJ
) · Z(J)|J=0 (125)
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In this form the result is very similar to the one given by the Reisenberger
model. There are however several differences. The first one is the fact that
the derivative operators appearing in our result are the commutative ones,
while Reisenberger uses the non-commutative right and left invariant vector
fields. The second difference is due to the presence of the factors of P (J) in
the generating functional. In the next section we will emphasize significance
of these discrepancies.
6 Discussion
In this section we summarize what has been achieved, discuss open questions
of the approach and give some speculations as to possible directions of future
research.
As we have said in the introduction, our main aim was to understand
whether the known spin foam (state sum) models, in particular the ones
discussed in section 4, could be obtained as a result of some systematic pro-
cedure that starts from the corresponding classical action principle. We have
proposed such a procedure, motivated by certain results of the loop approach
to quantum gravity. Our main idea is two-fold. First, we proposed to include
in the path integral certain distributional field configurations. In fact, in this
paper we concentrated only on such distributional configurations. The dis-
tributional field was taken to be the E field. As we discussed above, this is
motivated by the distributional nature of the non-abelian “electric” field of
the canonical approach. We put the distributional E field on a collection of
two-dimensional polygons in spacetime, for which we used the collection of
dual cells (faces) of a fixed triangulation of the spacetime manifold. Second,
to calculate the path integral, we have employed the idea of the generating
functional. This allows one to discuss different theories from the same point
of view. As we have seen, the generating functional is the same for any the-
ory in a given spacetime dimension, and transition amplitudes for different
theories arise as different formal power series in the derivatives with respect
to the current. Thus, this is quite reminiscent of the standard quantum field
theory in Minkowski spacetime picture, where many different theories can
arise from the same free theory as sums over different types of Feynman dia-
grams. As we have seen, the role of the free theory is played in our approach
by BF theory. Below we shall speculate more on the analogy between the
diagrammatic expressions arising in our approach and Feynman diagrams.
We have seen that our approach reproduces correctly the transition am-
plitudes for BF theory in any dimension and the partition function for Yang-
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Mills theory in two dimensions. We have also compared the transition am-
plitudes for BF theories with cosmological term that arise in our approach
with the ones given by the corresponding states sum models. We did this by
comparing the first order terms in the decomposition of the corresponding
amplitudes in the power series in Λ. In the case of 4D theory, we found
agreement (apart from the terms that have to do with the framing), and
in the 3D case only a partial agreement was reached. Note, however, that
our approach does account for the most intricate part of the 3D and 4D
transition amplitudes in the first Λ-order, reproducing correctly even the
numerical coefficients. We have also seen, both in the cases of 3D and 4D,
that the missing contributions can be interpreted as coming from singular
contributions arising when one regularizes the volume operator. We expect
that some new ideas will be necessary to resolve these regularization ambi-
guities. Presumably, a study of the higher order terms in Λ may give some
clues as to how these ambiguities must be resolved.
Let us conclude with some speculations and directions for future re-
search. An interesting open question that arises within our approach is as
follows. We have seen that the state sum formulation of the topological
BF theory can be obtained by using distributional fields associated with a
2-dimensional cellular complex. Moreover, the residual regularized action
on the 2-dimensional worldsheet is given by 2D BF-Yang-Mills theory. It is
important to understand why such result is valid. One possibility would be
to use the degenerate solutions found by Baez [1] as some monopole contri-
butions playing a major role in defining the measure of the field theory. It
might be that the topological nature of the theory depends on whether these
singular solutions dominate or not the partition function.
In this paper we have discussed only correlation functions in the E fields.
It is also possible to use our approach to compute the expectation value of
the Wilson loop functionals. We hope to perform such calculations in the
future.
Let us now comment on the analogy between the diagrammatic expres-
sions we have found and Feynman diagrams. In our approach the role of
the “free” theory is played by the BF theory. Thus, the free transition am-
plitudes in our case are just the BF transition amplitudes, given by certain
sums of products of functions of spins labelling the triangulation. This is
to be compared with the Feynman diagram technique free amplitudes which
are just lines representing the free propagation of quanta. It is important
that the BF amplitudes are independent of the triangulation used to com-
pute them. They depend only on the properties of the initial and final states
(and, of course, on the topology of the manifold that is contained between
L. FREIDEL, K. KRASNOV 1233
the initial and final hypersurfaces). The more complicated, “interacting”
amplitudes are given in our approach by inserting various chord diagrams
into spin networks, with spin networks representing the free amplitudes.
This is to be compared with how one takes into account interactions in the
standard QFT’s: graphically this is also represented by inserting certain
types of vertices into the free diagrams. In our case, each grasping occurs
within a particular simplex of the triangulation. One then has to take a sum
over simplices. Similarly, in QFT’s (in the coordinate representation) one
puts an interaction vertex at a particular point and then integrates over the
position of this point. Thus, it is tempting to draw an analogy between a
simplex of a triangulation in our case and a point in QFT’s. To summarize,
spin networks play in our theory the role of the diagrams of free propagation,
and the graspings by the chord diagrams are analogous to the insertion of
interaction vertices into the diagrams of QFT’s.
Finally, let us discuss implications of the results we have obtained for
the known spin foam models of quantum gravity in 4D. The most popular of
these are the Reisenberger model [3], discussed in some details above, and the
Barrett-Crane model [4]. The major problem with both of them is that they
are rather invented then derived as a result of some systematic procedure
starting from the Einstein-Hilbert action or any equivalent of it. However, as
we have seen on the example of the Reisenberger model, and as one can check
for the case of Barrett-Crane model, our approach to some extent reproduces
the transition amplitudes given by these models. For example, our approach
gives a clear interpretation of the so far mysterious evaluation of the spin
networks that satisfy the constraint equations on the flat connection that is
performed to obtain the amplitude. In our approach this evaluation has an
obvious meaning of taking J = 0 at the end of the calculation of a transition
amplitude. We have also seen that the constraint equations of the known
spin foam models have the meaning of differential equations that must be
satisfied by the generating functional. However, although the main features
of the both models were reproduced by our approach, some important details
are different in the models we have obtained. Thus, our approach prescribes
to use the commuting variational derivatives with respect to the current
instead of non-commuting vector fields used by Reisenberger [3]. Also, the
presence of the function P (J), which plays a crucial role in, for example,
2D Yang-Mills theory, is not accounted for by the Reisenberger and Barrett-
Crane models.
One more important lesson that one can learn from our results is as fol-
lows. On examples of 3D and 4D BF theories with cosmological term we
have seen that the simplest regularization of the “interaction” (volume) term
of the action that we have discussed above does not account for all terms
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one gets from the corresponding “exact” models. However, the Reisenberger
model, for example, uses exactly the same way of regularizing the constraints
of the theory, for, using the terminology of our approach, it takes into ac-
count only the simplest types of intersections of wedges when regularizing
the constraint part of the action. Our experience with the BF theories tells
us that this cannot be correct. Thus, it could be that the problems with
the Reisenberger model (for example, no interesting solutions of his con-
straint equations is known) arise simply because this model does not take
into a proper account other terms that arise in the regularization of the
constraints. Similar is true for the Barrett-Crane model.
The original motivation for our research program was to find a systematic
procedure that gives one a way to derive spin foam models of various theories
starting from the corresponding action functionals. However, the procedure
proposed in this paper is still far from being able to claim to have achieved
this goal. Yet, by studying the procedure proposed, we have learned a lot
about existing models and obtained an important insight as to their deep
internal structure. Our results also led us to the conclusion that the existing
models of quantum gravity in 4D are too oversimplified. In spite of these
rather negative conclusions, we believe that some of the insights we have
obtained in this paper will become a part of the final, possibly much more
elaborate picture.
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A Conventions and notations
We use the following conventions for differential forms and integrals:
A =
1
p!
Aa1...apdx
a1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxap , (126)∫
Aa1...addx
a1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxad =
∫
ddxAa1...ad ǫ˜
a1...ad , (127)
where ǫ˜a1...ad is the Levi-Civita density, taking the values plus minus one
in any coordinate system. Our convention for the curvature form is: F =
dA+A ∧A.
Throughout the paper the following symbols will stand for the following
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elements of the triangulation
e — for an edge
f — for a face
t — for a tetrahedron
h — for a 4-simplex
We will also use the symbol ǫ to denote edges of the dual complex (dual
1-cells), and σ to denote dual faces (dual 2-cells).
All traces that we use in this paper are in the fundamental representation.
Our SO(3) index conventions:
X = iτ iXi, J =
i
2
τ iJ i. (128)
η =
(q1/2 − q−1/2)
i
√
2k
. (129)
The quantity dimq(j) is the so-called quantum dimension of j dimq(j) =
[2j + 1]q, where [n]q is the quantum number
[n]q =
qn/2 − q−n/2
q1/2 − q−1/2 (130)
having the property that [k]q = 0.
B Summary of facts on SU(2)
Here we give a short summary of some standard facts about the group SU(2).
One can parameterize an element g of SU(2) by vectors Z from the Lie
algebra. The corresponding relation is given by the exponentiation map:
g = eZ = eiψn
iσi/2, (131)
where ni is a unit vector nini = 1, ψ is a real positive parameter, and σ
i are
the usual Pauli matrices:
(σi · σj) = iǫijkσk + δij . (132)
Thus, ψni is an element of IR3 ∼ su(2), and (131) gives the exponentiation
map. As one can easily check,
g = cos (ψ/2) + iniσi sin (ψ/2). (133)
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Thus, to cover the whole SU(2) just ones, the parameter ψ should takes
values in the range: ψ ∈ [0, 4π].
The Haar measure on the group can be related to the usual Lebesgue
measure in IR3 by introducing a function P (Z) on the Lie algebra:
P (Z) =
(
sin (ψ/2)
ψ/2
)
. (134)
Then P 2(Z)dZ/32π2 gives the normalized Haar measure on SU(2) in terms
of the Lebesgue measure dZ.
The characters of irreducible representations are given by:
χj(e
Z) =
sin (ψ(j + 1/2))
sin (ψ/2)
, (135)
where j are half-integers (spins).
The Fourier transform on SU(2) maps any function on the group into a
function on the space dual to the Lie algebra. Let f be a coordinate on the
space su(2)∗. Then the Fourier transform is given by:
φ˜(f) :=
∫
dZ
V
P (Z)e−i f(Z)φ(expZ). (136)
The inverse Fourier transform is given by:
φ(expZ) =
∑
j
dimj
1
P (Z)
∫
j
dΩfe
i f(Z)φ˜(f), (137)
where the integrals are taken over the co-adjoint orbits – spheres of radius
j + 1/2, and the measure dΩf on each orbit is normalized so that∫
j
dΩf = dimj = 2j + 1. (138)
A particular case of (137) is the following simple formula for characters (135):
χj(e
Z) =
1
P (Z)
∫
j
dΩfe
i f(Z). (139)
This is the famous Kirillov formula [27].
C Haar measure, intertwiners and spin networks
Let us denote by Vi the spin i representation of SU(2) and by V
∗
i the dual
representation, which in the case of SU(2) is isomorphic to Vi. Let us denote
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by ǫi the corresponding isomorphism, and by Ri(g) the representation of the
group element g in Vi.
Throughout the paper we use the normalized Haar measure
∫
dg = 1. (140)
Let K be an intertwiner between the trivial representation and a rep-
resentation V , that is K ∈ HomG(IR, V ). We will denote by K¯ its dual
K¯ ∈ HomG(V, IR∗). Intertwiners are the basic building blocks of the so-
called spin networks. Another usage of the intertwiners is to express the re-
sult of integration of a product of group elements. Let us denote by Ki1,...,inα
an orthonormal basis of HomG(IR, Vi1⊗· · ·⊗Vin). The intertwiners Ki1,...,inα
have the property that
K¯αKβ = δα,β ,
where the product between K¯ and K is defined by the duality bracket V ⊗
V ∗ → IR. Then the integral of n group elements is given by
∫
dg Ri1(g) ⊗ · · · ⊗Rin(g) =
∑
α
Ki1,...,inα K¯
α
i1,...,in , (141)
where Ri(g) is considered as an element of Vi ⊗ V ∗i . To integrate a product
where both g and g−1 appear one has to use the duality relation R¯i(g) =
Ri(g
−1) = ǫiRi(g)ǫ
∗
i . For instance∫
dg (Ri)mn (Rj)m′n′ =
1
dimj
δijδmm′δnn′ . (142)
This equality can be conveniently expressed graphically if one represents
a matrix element (Ri)mn by a line labelled by i with the two open ends
corresponding each to one of the indices m,n. Let us symbolically denote
the integration over the group by a circle going around the lines representing
the group elements. Then (142) takes the following form:
i j
=
1
dimi
δij
i
(143)
To find a graphical representation of the result of the integrals involving
more than two matrix elements we introduce a trivalent vertex – analog of
the Clebsch-Gordan symbol – normalized in a special way. But first, let us
define the so-called spin networks.
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An SU(2) spin network functional is defined by the following data: (i)
an oriented graph Γ; (ii) a map j from the set of edges of Γ to the set of
irreducible representations of SU(2); (iii) a map i from the set of vertices
V to the set of intertwiners, which assigns to each vertex v an intertwiner
from the tensor product of representations labelling the incoming edges to
the tensor product of representations labelling the outgoing edges. A spin
network is a function on a number of copies of SU(2), more precisely, on
(SU(2))E , where E is the number of edges in Γ. To find the value of this
function one takes for each edge the matrix element of the group element
on that edge in the representation that labels the edge, and contracts the
matrix elements corresponding to all edges using intertwiners at vertices.
The function obtained this way is gauge invariant.
In this paper we will use the normalized trivalent vertex, defined in such
a way that the θ-symbol constructed from 3 spins is always equal to unity:
i j k


0
= 1, (144)
where the operation (·)0 denotes the evaluation of the corresponding spin
network on all group elements equal to the unity in the group.
With this normalization of the trivalent vertex intertwiner, one can show
that the following relation holds:
i j
g g =
∑
k
dimk
i j
k
g (145)
Using this relation one can find the result of the integral of a product of 3
and 4 group elements. The corresponding formulas are:
i j k
=
i j k
(146)
i j k l
=
∑
m
dimm
i j k l
m
m
(147)
Also, we use the same trivalent vertex to define the normalized (6j),(15j)-
symbols used in the body of the paper. Both symbols are given by evalu-
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ations of the corresponding spin networks, where the intertwiner used in a
trivalent vertex is always the one normalized as in (144). Thus, we get:
(6j) =




0
(148)
(15j) =




0
, (149)
where the resolution of the 4-valent vertex in (149) is given by:
=
j j
(150)
D Quantum 6j symbol
Let X be a one dimensional oriented compact manifold, or more generally
an oriented graph. A chord diagram (usually referred as Chinese character
chord diagram) with support X is the union D = D¯∪X where D¯ is a graph
with univalent and trivalent vertices, together with a cyclic orientation of
trivalent vertices and such that univalent vertices lie in X. Trivalent vertices
are referred to as internal vertices, and the degree of D denoted by d◦(D)
is half the number of vertices of the graph D¯. Let A˜n be the Z module
freely generated by chord diagrams of degree n. We define the Z module
of Vassiliev diagrams of degree n denoted by An as being the quotient of
A˜n by the relations (STU, IHX, AS) shown in Figure 8. In the figures we
always represent the supportX with bold lines and the graph D¯ with dashed
chords.
Given a Lie group G, and a coloring C of the graph it is possible to
define an evaluation of chord diagrams that is usually called weight system
and denoted by ωG,C . Here C, the coloring of the graph X, is a map which
assigns a representation of G to any edge of the graph and an intertwiner
to any vertex of the graph X. Given a chord diagram D with support X
and a coloring C of X, we define ωG,C(D) as shown in Figure 9. Here Xa
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-
+ + = 0
=
= -
- =
Figure 8:
denotes a basis of the Lie algebra of G, fabc denotes the structure constants
associated with each internal vertices and t = tabXa ⊗ Xb is the quadratic
casimir t = tabXa ⊗Xb associated to each chord.
Xa
i
i ω )( = 
c
fabc
a
i -
b
a
a
= t aba(ω )( = ω )b
Xa
i
ω )( = 
Figure 9:
The space of chord diagrams has been used to define the now famous
universal invariant of framed link Z [28], which assigns to any link L in R3
a formal power series in h¯ Z(L) =
∑
n h¯
nZn(L), with Zn(L) ∈ An. We are
not going into the details of this construction. However we must say that
this construction uses three main building blocks: The braiding R ∈ A(I2),
the associator φ ∈ A(I3), which should satisfy the pentagon and hexagon
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identity, and the value of the un-knot ν ∈ A(I), where I denotes the unit
interval (151) [29, 30].
φ = − h¯
2
12
+ · · · (151)
R = = +
ih¯
2
− h¯
2
2
+ · · · (152)
ν = − h¯
2
12
+ · · · (153)
One important property of the universal invariant is that ωG,C(Z(L)) is
equal to the Reshetikhin-Turaev evaluation of the link L associated with
the quantum group Uq(G) [31, 30, 32], where q = exp ih¯ and the casimir is
normalized such that the norm of long roots is 2.
It has been shown recently [33, 34], that the universal invariant Z can be
extended to an invariant of oriented, framed trivalent graphs embedded into
R3. The evaluation of the tetrahedral graph with the universal invariant is
given by equation (154).
Z( ) =
-1/2
ν
-1/2
ν
Φ (154)
If we evaluate the result of Fig. 154 using the weight system ωsu(2),C we
get the normalized 6j symbol expanded in terms of h¯ (Reshetikhin-Turaev
evaluation of the tetrahedral graph for Ueih¯(su(2))). The term proportional
to h¯0 is just the classical 6j symbol. The next term, proportional to h¯2, is
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(0)
(1) (4)
(2) (3)
Figure 10: A 4-simplex is characterized up to translations by four vectors.
given by :
V =
1
24
( − − ). (155)
Here we have used the fact that, in the case of su(2) and for the normalization
of the casimir given by the trace in the fundamental representation, the
identity = 4 is satisfied. This term can be written in a symmetric form
as:
tet(1) =
1
16
(
1
24
∑
e,e′,e”
〈
e’
 e"e
| 〉 − 1
4
∑
e
〈 | 〉), (156)
where the first sum is over all triples of distinct edges of the tetrahedra and
the second sum is over all edges of the tetrahedra.
E Geometric 4-simplex
In this Appendix we list some facts about the geometry of a 4-simplex in
IR4. The geometrical considerations used in (5.4) are based on some of these
facts.
A 4-simplex in IR4 is characterized (up to translations) by four vectors.
These, for instance, can be vectors pointing from one of the vertices, which
we will denote by (0), to the other four vertices (1)-(4). See Fig. 10. Let us
denote these vectors by eIa. Here I = 1 . . . 4 is an index for a vector in IR
4,
and a = 1 . . . 4 indicates a vertex at which the vector is directed. Thus, eI1
is a vector pointing from vertex (0) to the vertex (1).
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Instead of vectors it is sometimes more convenient to use the so-called
bivectors. A bivector EIJ is an element of the second exterior power of IR4.
In particular, it can be obtained by wedging two vectors. Thus, bivectors
that characterize a 4-simplex are obtained as EIJab = e
[I
a e
J ]
b . Here the brack-
ets denote the operation of antisymmetrization. It is not hard to see that
bivectors EIJab are in one-to-one correspondence with faces of the 4-simplex
h. For example, the bivector EIJ12 corresponds to the face whose vertices are
(0),(1),(2). The norm of each bivector is proportional to the squared area of
the corresponding face
EIJab Eab IJ = 2A
2
ab, (157)
where Aab is the area of the face (0),(a),(b) and no summation over a, b is
assumed. The volume of h can be obtained by wedging two bivectors that
correspond to faces that do not share an edge. For example, with our choice
of orientation of M, the volume is given by
Vh =
1
4!
ǫIJKLE
IJ
12E
KL
34 . (158)
It is sometimes convenient to introduce bivectors corresponding to all 10
faces of h. So far we have introduced 6 bivectors EIJab corresponding to 6
faces of h. Bivectors that correspond to other 4 faces can be obtained as
linear combinations of these 6 bivectors. When working with all 10 bivectors,
it is convenient to label bivectors by 3 different indices instead of just two.
We will employ for this purpose small Greek letters. Thus, bivectors are
denoted by EIJαβγ , α, β, γ = 0 . . . 4. These bivectors are defined by
EIJαβγ = e
[I
αβe
J ]
αγ , (159)
where eIαβ is a vector that points from the vertex α to vertex β. The norm
of all bivectors (159) is equal to the twice of the squared area of the corre-
sponding face, as in (157). As we have said above, only 6 of 10 bivectors
(159) are independent. Thus, there are certain relations between them. One
can write one such relation for each tetrahedron of h. One gets 5 relations
only 4 of which are independent. With our definition (159) these relations
are
E012 + E023 − E013 − E123 = 0, (160)
E013 + E034 − E014 − E134 = 0,
E024 + E234 − E023 − E034 = 0,
E014 + E124 − E012 − E024 = 0,
E123 + E134 − E124 − E234 = 0,
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where we have suppressed the indices I, J for brevity. The volume of h can be
expressed as a wedge product of any two of the bivectors (159) corresponding
to faces that do not share an edge. This can be written as
sign(f, f ′)Vh =
1
4!
ǫIJKLE(f)
IJE(f ′)KL, (161)
where we have introduced a notation E(f)IJ for a bivector that corresponds
to face f , and sign(f, f ′) is the sign of the right-hand-side in (161). The
expression (161) gives the volume of h for any two pairs of faces f, f ′ that
do not share an edge. One can use the expression (158) and the “closure”
relations (160) to work out the correct sign of any of such formula for the
volume.
Any bivector can naturally be split in its self-dual and anti-self-dual
parts:
Eαβγ =
+Eαβγ +
−Eαβγ . (162)
The self-dual and anti-self-dual parts are given correspondingly by
+Eαβγ =
1
2
(Eαβγ +
∗Eαβγ), (163)
−Eαβγ =
1
2
(Eαβγ − ∗Eαβγ),
where the Hodge star duality operation is defined as
∗EIJαβγ =
1
2
ǫIJKLE
KL
αβγ . (164)
Since the space of self-dual (and anti-self-dual) bivectors in IR4 is three-
dimensional, we can introduce a new set of indices to label them. Thus, as
the index for self-dual (anti-self-dual) bivector we will use lower case Latin
letters from the middle of the alphabet: i, j, k, . . . = 1, 2, 3. The norm of any
self-dual (anti-self-dual) bivector calculated by contracting indices I, J will
be the same as the norm calculated by contracting the single index i:
+Ei+Ei =
+EIJ+EIJ , (165)
where we have suppressed the indices α, β, . . ..
Not any bivector in IR4 is simple, that is, not any bivector is a wedge
product of two vectors. The necessary and sufficient requirement of sim-
plicity is that the norm of the self-dual part is equal to the norm of the
anti-self-dual part of the bivector. Thus, using (157), we can conclude that
when a bivector is simple, its self-dual part norm is equal to the squared
area of the corresponding face.
+Eiαβγ
+Eαβγ i = A
2
αβγ . (166)
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There exists an expression for the volume of h that involves only the self-dual
parts of bivectors (159):
Vh =
1
3!
1
30
∑
f,f ′
sign(f, f ′)+Ei(f)+Ei(f
′), (167)
where +Ei(f) is the self-dual part of the bivector (159) corresponding to
the face f , the sum is taken over all pairs f, f ′ of faces that do not share
an edge, and sign(f, f ′) is the function introduced above by equation (161).
The factor of 1/30 in (167) appears to cancel the factor that comes from the
sum over 30 terms f, f ′.
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